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Aberdeen, City of, S. D., vs. C. & N. W. 
et al.; case 12178; coal tar and coal tar 
pitch (66 I. C. C., 505-508); p. 580. 

Acid from Hillsboro, Ill., to Ohio River 
points; I. and S. 1259 (66 I. C. C., 383- 
385); p. 533. 

Acme Cement Plaster Co. vs. St. L.-S. F; 
case 11619; also 11621. Same vs. Pere Mar- 
quette et al. and 11621, Sub. No. 1. Same 
wa is gypsum rock (64 I. C. C., 662- 

4Stna Explosives Co., Inc., vs. C. & E. IL, 
Director General et al.; case 11934; also 
11951. Same vs. Missouri Pacific, Director 
General et al.; glycerin (64 I. C. C., 635- 
636); p. 12. 

Aetna Explosives Co., Inc. (George C. Holt 
et al., receivers) vs. West Shore et al.; 
case 11385; ei caps (68 I. C, C., 
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Agate Products Co. vs. Director General; 
case 12340; a bowlders (66 I. C. C.; 
674-676); p. 752 

Alabama- -Georgia Syrup Co. vs. A. C. L. 
et al.; case 11271; also 12508, Same vs 
ae eee syrup (68 I. C. C., 618-622); 


p. 4 

Alaska Junk Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. et al; 
case 11591; also Sub. No. 1, Bellingham 
Junk Co. vs. Same, and Sub. No. 2, 
Northwestern Junk Co. vs. G. N.; scrap 
iron (68 I. C. C., 615-617); p. 1213. 

Albers Milling Co. Director General; case 
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et al.; case = lime rock (68 I. C. C., 
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ct. &. ¢., 277-278) ; p. 470. 

American Agricultural Chemical Co. vs. Di- 
rector General; case a cottonseed cake 
(co... €. €.. 650- -652); p. 751. 
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eral, C. R. R. of N. J., et al.; case 10582; 
supplemental order (66 I. C. C., 54-55); p. 

American Fruit and “Comets Shi rs 
nt; = = bn = , - et al. — 

eater transit c -~% on tatoes 
(68 I. C. C., 446-454); p. 987. - 

— Manganese iron vn og B. & O 
et al.; case ron foundry flasks $8 
I. C. C., 149-150); p. 870. : 

American’ Mineral ‘Production Co. vs. G. 

+3 Case crude magnesite (69 
I. C. C., 58-58); p. 1343. é 

American Plate Glass Co. vs. Director 
General, Pennsylvania et al.; case 11686; 
sand (68 I. C. C., 141-142); p. 871. 

American Wholesale Lumber Assn. vs. Aber- 
deen & Rockfish et al.; case 11818; lum- 
ig —— charge (66 pe 3 C., 393-408) ; 
p 

American Wood Pipe Co. vs. Director Gen- 
eral, O.-W. R. R. & N. Co., et al; case 
12075; wooden pipe (66 I. C. C., 155-156); 
Pp. 

Anderson, Clayton & Co. et al. vs. Ft. 
Smith & Western, Director General, et al;. 
case 11938; absorption of compress charge: 
(68 I. C. C., 299-302); p. 925. 
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, 564, Anderson & Gustafson, Inc., et al. vs. M. K. & E. I. et al.; coal (68 I. C. C. 485-438); Central Indiana et al.; 11816, Southern Fire 
1248, & T. et al.; case 12042; crude petroleum p. 926. Brick and Clay Co. vs. Director General, 
(68 I. C. C., 496-498); p. 1037. Cambria Steel Co. vs. Pa. R. R. et al.; case Cc. & E. I. et al.; bituminous coal (66 I. C. 
imber Arizona Corporation Commission et al. vs. 10906; allowance for spotting (64 I. C. C., C., 338-346); p. 468. 
plan; Arizona Eastern Railroad et _ al.; case 737-743); p. 67. ; Coal from Illinois mines to destinations in 
1346, 11505; cement (64 I. C. C., 758-764); p California Cotton Mills Co. vs. _ Director Ark., La. and Tex.; I. and S. 1446 (68 I. C. 
Arkansas Jobbers’ and Manufacturers’ Assn. General; case 12347; twine and factory _C., 1-4); p. 750 
rs to vs. C. R. I. & P. et al.; case 10592; grain sweepings (68 I. C. C., 403-408); p. 1035. Coal from Ky., Tenn. and W. Va. mines to 
dera- and products (66 I. C. C., 475-479); p. 581. Cape Girardeau Portland Cement Co. vs. St. Sou Ry. points in Ind. and Ill; I. and S, 
. 591, Armour & Co. vs. C. & N. W. et al.; case L. S. W. et al.; case 12617; cement (68 1460 (68 I. C. C., 29-34); p. 749. 
ision; 12128; canned condensed milk (64 I. C. C., I. C. C., 635-63); p. 1211. Coal from Wyoming mines to destinations in 
641-642); p. 12. Capital Warehouse Co. vs. Ill. Cent.; case ecm south of Ogden; I. and S. 1445 (68 
state Armour & Co. vs. et . & W.; case 12332; 12458; rt ven at Indianapolis (66 I. C. C., 254-259); p. 748, 
fresh meat (66 I. C., 445-448); p. 533. C., 683-686): 749, Coal’ ‘reduction -” from D. T. & I. (Iron- 
, de- Armour & Co. vs. Wabash et al.; case 12046; Carnation Milk Products Co. vs. G. N.; ton District); I. and S. 1513 (69 I. C. C., 
, 512, fresh meats (68 I. C. C., 43-44); p. 751. case 12511; time for aes claims (66 112-114); p. 1341. 
» 798, Armour & Co. vs. Lehigh Valley; ‘case 12160; I. C. C., 553- 555) ; P.. 637. Coal, routing of, from Western Maryland 
1346, beef livers (66 i c.., 169. 762) ; p. 752. Carney, Ww. L., Cc. wT" ." 3; case 12222; Ry. mines to eastern desinmations; I. and 
Arnold, C. F., Go. vs. P. et al.; coal (66 I. o °C., 560- 561); 694, S. 1365 (66 I. C. C., 103-108); p. 124 
case 12257; “ns (69 I. C. co "3 82); p. 1342. Carney, W. L., Bae Director intreved, M. St. Coal to Kansas City; reduced rates on; 
Asphalt and other petroleum products to P. & S. S. M. et al.; case 12372; ice (68 I. and S. 1425 (66 I. C. C., 457-468); p. 371. 
ware- Iowa points from Mo., Kan., Okla., and I. C. C., 309-310); p. 928. — F. A., Live Stock Co. et al. vs. B. 
Ark.; I. and S. 1474 (68 I. C. C., 471- Carney, William L., vs. Director General; L. & W. et al.; case 11960; horses and 
ation ; 474); p. 987. case 12277; coal (68 I. C. C., 199-200); p tS (68 I. C. C., 180-134); p. 927. 
, 991, Atlantic Refining Co. vs. La. Ry. and o~. 928, Columbia Steel Co. vs. E. J. & E. et al.; 
Co. et al.; case 11588; paraffin wax (64 I Carney, W. L., vs. Director General; case case 11605; also 11605 (Sub. No. 1), Jud- 
328. c.. €., 702-703); p. 69. 12276: coal (66 I. C. C., 671-673); p. 752. son Mfg. Co. vs. Same, and 11630, After- 
Ault & Wiborg Co. vs. Director General, L. Carnie- ‘Goudie Manufacturing Co. vs. A. T. thought Copper Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. Co. 
. & N. ct al.; case 12263; printing paper (66 & S. F. et _al.; case 12513; also Sub. No. 1. et al.; fire brick (66 I, C. C., 169-171); 
1g; Pp. I. C. C.. 247-248); p. 533. a vs. Director General et al.; tents (68 p. 308. 
.  g92 Ault & Wiborg Co. vs. Southern et al.; case C., 40-42); p Construction and repair of railway equip- 
, , 12119; sulphate of barium (64 I. C. C., Carstens ‘Packing Bo.” vs. Camas Prairie et ment; case 12066; A. C. L., N. Y. C. and 
755-757); p. 124. al.; case 12562; live stock (68 I. C. C., 125- Pennsylvania railroads (66 I. C. C., 694- 
f fed- 126); p. 870 754); p. 747. 


Ball Bros. Glass: Manufacturing Co. vs. A. 
& W. et al.; case 10949; fruit jars, ete. 
(66 I. C. C., 523-528); p. 637. 
ERCE Bangor & Aroostook R. R. Co. et al. vs. 
Aberdeen & Rockfish R. R. Co. et al.; 
case 11756; New — divisions (66 I. 


Cc. & E. I. (W. J. Jackson, receiver) vs. St. 
L.-S. “a oe 11825; divisions of joint rates 
(66 I. 359-370) ; p. 531. 

Central iit Light Co. vs. C. & A. et al.; 
12280; also 12291, Sharon Coal Co. et Pg — 
Same; coal (66 I. C. C., 624-626); p. 751. 





Construction and repair of railway equip- 
ment; case 12066; C. & N. W. Ry. Co 
(69 I. C. C., 148-145); p. 1405. 

Continental Paper Co. et al. vs. D. L. & W. et 
al.; case gg q waste paper (68 I. C. C., 







































re In- C. C., 196-215); p. . Central’ Wisconsin Supply Co. vs & M. & Cooke, Bare Ww. vs. C. B. & Q.; extensi 
— —, Ran gee a Rg St. P. et al.; case 12275; fuel wood (68 of line (66 I. C. C., 452-456); p. 533. - 
seen ae oda (66 I. C. C., 381-383); 533. I. Cc. C., 409- 411); p. 927. Coral Ridge Clay Products Co. vs. Director 
» a on b Pave of & Certain-teed Products Corporation vs. C. Seoaves: case 11936; —— building tile 
I. W. , gee & ccnonges > My ; ommerce by ticl R. I. & P. et al.; case 12645; charge for (66 I. C. C., 172-174); p. 374. 
- a . et al.; case ; iron and steel articles use of track (68 I. C. C., 260-263); p. Corinth Grocery Company vs. Mobile & Ohio 


(66 I. C, C., 544); p. 692 


Beaver Sand Co. et al. vs. Director General, om. 


R. R. Co.; case 11741; class rates (66 I. C. 










































































River Beaver Valley Railroad et al.; case 11116; Se Peorse ee ease fasta C., 320-326); p. 467. 
» 383- through rates (66 I. C. C., 285-290); p. 469. self-rising flour (66 L. Cc. CG ” 309- 310); Cosden & Co. et al. vs. Midland Valley et al;. 
Bedford Cut Stone Co. et al. vs. Director 470 5 m F case 11286; petroleum products and other 
5 he pe eg Cc. I. & L., et al.; case 11423; Channel Chemical Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et commodities (66 I. C. C. 113-118); p. 307. 
{~~ = ae 3 Stone Co. vs. Director al.; case 9086: polish and mops (66 I. C. C., | Cotton Mfrs. Assn. of S. Carolina vs. C. C. 
ae general a 2. . et al.; stone (66 I. 235-237); p. 467. & O., Director ers, et al.; case 5504; bi- 
' Boiijes Trek nea ae Charleston Milling Co. vs. Mo. Pac.; case tuminous coal (64 I. C. C., 633-634); p. 12. 
E. I, Seashore; case 11800; class. and commodity Seek; coon waaek OE T OG oP 672); pe 12 page Ba yy space rental charges on, 
; also (66 I. C.'C., 490-494); p. 579. Charleston Milling Co, vs. Director General; Loulsians ports; Land & 1408 (66 1c. G. 
| oe. ge ot 4 ~~ a — live oe — wheat (68 I. C. C., 525-527); 121-125); p. 124. - 
' a e bills of lading; case D. 4 
I. C. C., 63-65); p. 67. Chesebrough Manufacturing Co., Consoli- tg a = meal and oil from, Ark., 
., a Birmingham Packing Co. vs. Director dated, vs. P. R, R. et al; case 12270; GLO tuna * 1405 
ot al. General; case 10980; also 11038, Fies & vaseline (68 I. C. C., 555-558); p. 1211. Cc t p 
Cc. C., Sons et al. vs. Director General; live Chevalier, C. G., vs. Director General; case reosote and ‘gas-tar oils from Chicago and 
sins stock (69 I. C. C., 44-48); p. 1342. 12352; manganese ore (66 I, C. C., 421-422); [ct ae oe 
Cc. C., Mta0o4; poe oy Shingles (68 Le Cc, : d5-37); cla Motor Co. of California vs. Direc- ——, yaw 5 bp wo oe a Fa 
Ge. z 811 tor General et al.; case 12395; automobile machinery (68 I. cA < 703 G34); D 1214, 
% e Boise Gas Light and Coke Co. vs. Director jacks (66 I. C. C., 677-678); p. 694. D li » Pas 
oe General, D. & R. G. et al.; case 12166; coal Chevrolet Motor Co. of Mich. vs. G. T. W anzer, William, & -» Inc., vs. G. & S. 
3-622) ; - oF LC: . yo 610): p. 752. — et al.; case 12381; tire carriers (68 I. C. C., b2)%. “ 1343. 1a8s0; wath a oe ee: Te 
et al.; 0 arles, Glass Co. vs. Director Gen- 281-282); p. 871. Darling & Co. vs. Director General; case 
agham eral; case 12049; glass bottles (64 I. C. C., Chevrolet Motor Co. of New York ve Di- = animal tankage (66 I. C. C., 149- 
oO. . $ rector ner ° al.; case Pp. 
scrap aT aT cous Tee Paty 2 I peel Rh ds 12383; also Sub. No. 1, Same vs. Same;| Davis, M. L., and W. D. Davis vs. G. C. 
: fei I. Cc. C., 108- 110); p. 924. esi): — (68 i. ¢. C.,. 379- € on: hie ee eas A Re —_ 
; Boston Chambe r © e ‘ y * 2 r cattle ; p. 871 
p. 751. Director General, Grand Track of Gunads: | Chevrolet Motor Co. of Texas vs. C. R. I. | Day, Frank G. doing business as Frank 
et al.; et al.; case 10457; reconsigned grain (66 | & P. et al; case 12382; auto body wood- Gey Co” VSM. & QO. et al; case 
} rates I. C. C., 142-144); p. 371. ‘s work, (66 i Sc. C. 617-618); p. 692. adios Se) pe ine coops (68 I. C. C., 656- 
—o Bot ill _ vs. B. : evrole otor Co. o exas VS. ich. > PD. 
eneral rrgy I bona eer a te ties: Cent. et al.; case 12397; automobile boards Decker, Jacob E., & Sons, vs. M. & St. L. et 
c. ., p. 751. , oe lL c. C. 325-327); iP. 927. ~ a B al.; cage ia. Packing’ house products (68 
’ i Breakfast Food, eliminati rf £ - icago Roller Co. et al. vs. A. & S. * 
neral; “a SA i see See see et al.; case 12026; rollers and cores (66 I DeJean, Armand L., vs. Director General; 
2-155): 1504 (69 I. C. _C., 115-118); p. 1268. C. C., 657-660); p. 751. + ell Pon ‘Sub. No. 1, — P. 
3. Di Brenner, Ferd., Lumber Co., Inc. vs. A. T. ae gen &,qcastman Co. Ge ~—" «. i = 6 14). Vier _— cotton (68 I. C. , 611- 
s. Di- & S. F. et al.; case 12107; 1 b I, al.; case ; furniture »~& ©, = . 
Swann © Oe ostony pase. umber (66 270): p. 925. Ds ZG. RZ stations; on application of 
Bridge over Hudson Riv Choate Oil Corp. et al. vs. A. B. & R. et al.; roup J rates from and to D. & R. G. W. 
gi er at Pouapheensie, 
‘s. Di- N. Y.; constructive mileage for; I. and S. case 12256; parts if fourth sect. ap. 700; stations south and east of a Junction, 
d cake 1430 (66 I. C. C., 230-224); p. 467. a s earth (66 I a C'S. pee wig Dp. Ra pole I. and S. 1412 (66 I. C. C., 96-99); 
Brimstone Railroad & Canal 7a divisions Incinna attoir Co. vs. P. 
- Gen- by; 4 & et al.; case 11233; fresh Sian beef ee Duluth Brewing & Malting Co. vs. N. 
30582; 388); p. LA case 12969 (68 I. C. C., 375 oS: rome 65-66); D. 251. | ae: va = ad 12518; beer (68 I. C. C., 315- Bie: 
> P. British United Sh Mach L itizens Coa ining oO. Vs. irector Gen- s 
a ‘Pentusiventas ned IBiTT; tack plate (66 1 eral, I. C., et _al.; case 11779; bituminous Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co., vs. Direc- 
ippers” C. C., 661-662); p. 752. coal (66 I. C. C., 271-273); p. 469. tor General, D. L. & W. et al.; ; case 11998; 
> case Bills of Lading, export; in the matter of Clarke-Burkle & Co. et al. vs. Director Gen- nitrating — (66 I. C. C., 291-293); p. 470. 
‘tatoes bills of lading; No. 4844; amended to con- eral; case 11722; corn and oats (66 I. C. C., Du Pont, E. de Nemours & Co. vs. Rari- 
form to Shipping Board suggestions; (66 265-266); p. 470. tan River H "R. et al.; case 11953; nitrocel- 
& O. I. C. C., 687-693); p. 551. Class and commodity rates from Chicago and lulose (64 I. C. C., 667-670); p. 13. 
ks (68 Brick, clay and clay products from Dan- other points to south Atlantic and gulf Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co. vs. C. 
ae a”, fo East St. Louis, Ill, I. and =. ~ Ae ay A via Panama rc a P. et et als case Lyng pitrate of 4 
™ 5 q (68 I. C. C., 455-457); p. 987. an an Pp . Dp 
te (69 Brundred Bros. vs. Prairie Pipe Line Co. Class rates; cancellation of, between N. Y. DuPont, oh i., de Nemours & Co. vs. P. 
et al.; case 11512; crude oil (68 I. C. C., 458- N. H. & H. stations and_Long Island R. R. R. et al.; case 11174; nitrate of soda 
irector 466); p. 1038. R. points in borough of Brooklyn; I. and (68 I. C. C., 579-580); p. 1145. 
11686; Buckland, J. M., vs. Director General; case S. 1433 (66 I. C. C., 347-349); p. 812. Dutton, Andrew, Co. et al vs. A. T. & S. F. 
12142; slag (66 I. CG. C., 503-504); p. 579. Class rates, investigation of, from Indiana to et al.; case 12148; imported kapok (66 I. C. 
" aeaie, Buhler Mill and Elevator Co. vs. Director Ohio destinations via T. H. I. & E. Trac- C., 663-665); p. 750. 
| lum- General; case 12310; flour and grain prod- tion 9 I, and S. 1450 (66 I. C. C., 449- East Springfield Citizens’ Club et al. vs. 
3-408) ; ucts (66 I. C. C., 613-614); p. 692. 451); 532. Am. Ry. Express Co.; case 12809; ex- 
Burlap and gunny bags from St. Louis Class Pa Fa proportional, between Seattle, press delivery and collection (68 I. C. C., 
> Gen- and o ge to ad’ & a ogee —— and Portland; I. and S. 1486, p. m3 -484) ; p. = ashi oh tom 
; case I. and 496 (68 1. 5 p 1 ison-Whi " - 
5-156) ; Burns & Hancock Fire Brick & Clay Co. vs. Clinton Paving Brick Co. et al. vs. Director land, Ore., vs. Arizona Eastern et_al.; 
Director General; case 11877; also ~~ General, C. & E. I., et al.; case 11716; also case 12023; a outfits (68 I. C. 
s. Ft. Hydraulic- Press Brick Co. vs. C. & 11723, National Drain Tile Co. vs. Same; C., 492- 495); p. 1. 
et al;. I. et al.; 11908 (Sub. No. 1). National fire. 11742, Brazil Clay Co. vs. Director General, Elm’ City Lumber ro vs. S. A. L. et al.; case 
charge: proofing Co. vs. P. C. C. St. L. et al, Central Indiana et al.; 11742 (Sub. No 1), 11815; lumber demurrage (64 I. C. C., 660- 
and 12456, Grasselli Chemical Co. vs. C. Clay Products Co. vs. Director General, 661); p. 12. 
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Assn. vs. C. & N. W. et al.; 11836, Wichita 
Board of Commerce et al. vs. Director 
General et al.; 11846, Oklahoma Publishing 
Co. et al. vs. Director General et al.; 11846 
(Sub. No. 1), Times Publishing Co. et al. 
vs. Director General et al; 11864, Oklahoma 
Paper Co. et al. vs. Director General et al.; 
and 11028, Lake Superior Paper Co. et al. 
vs. Director General et al.; paper and 
paper articles (66 I. C. C., 571-587); p. 635. 

Minnesota By-Products Coke Co. vs. C. B. 
& Q. et al.; case 11460; coke (66 I. C. C., 
480-489); p. 581. 

Minneapolis & St. Louis vs. Peoria & Pekin 
Union; case 13110; also I. and E,. 1455; 
+ taaaaaaad charge (68 I. C. C., 412-418); p. 


Minnesota Transfer, storage in transfer at, 
on import traffic from Pacific coast ports; 
a S. 1416 (68 I. C. C., 572-578); p. 

Minute Tapioca Co. vs. Director General, 
Boston & Maine et al.; case 11749; tapioca 
(66 I. C. C., 267-268); p. 469. 

Mitsui & Co., Ltd., vs. Director General, C. 
B. & Q. et e' ‘case 11789; bar iron ‘and 
steeel (66 I. C., 269-270); p. 468. 

Mo. and Ark. ee, its connections; in re 
divisions and joint rates between; case 
13345 (68 I. C. C., 47-70); p. 580. 

Monitor Stove Co. vs. Director General, 
Canadian Pacific et al.; case 12121; fur- 
naces (68 I. C. C., 305-306); p. 925. 

Moore Oil Refining Co. vs. C. N. O. & T.; 
case 12048; gasoline and kerosene (64 I. C. 
C., 621-623); p. 11. 

Morris & Co, vs. Director General, A. T. & 
S. F. et al.: ease 11589; hogs (66 I. C. C., 
282-284); p. 469. 

Mulkey Salt Co. vs. Wabash et al.; case 
11611; salt (66 I. C. C., 441-442); p. 5338. 

Murphy Manufacturing Co. vs. Oregon- 
Washington R. R. & Nav. <“o. et al.; case 
gg steel parts (68 I. C. C., 211-212); 
p. 4 

Murray & Layne Co. vs. A. T. & S. F., Di- 
rector General et al.; case 12475; apples 
(68 I. C. C., 277-278); p. 867. 

Nagase, D., & Co. Ltd., vs. N. Y. C. et al.; 
case 11235; galvanized wire (68 I. C. C., 
539-540); p. 1093. 

Nashville Traffic Bureau et al. vs. L. & N. 
et al.; case 11287; also 11523, City of 
Clarksville, Tenn., et al. vs. L. & N. et 
al.; 11562, Walter "Cain, Special Auditor of 
the State of Tennessee vs. L. & N. et al.; 
and 11562 (Sub. No. 1), Commission of 
Tennessee vs. Director General, a agent; 
coal (66 I. C. C., 529-534); p. 637 

Nashville, Traffic ‘Bureau of, vs. & & N. 
et al.; case 12122; salted peanuts argd cot- 
ton picking sheets and bags (68 I. C. C., 
623-628): p. 1213. 


Natchez Chamber of Commerce vs. La. & 
Ark. et al.; case 8845; also 8920, Same vs. 
A. L. & G. et al., and 9036, Same vs. A. 
& L. M. et — : commodity rates (66 I. C. 
C., 386-388); 533. 

National Assn. "aa Waste Material Dealers, 
Inc., vs. Ann Arbor et al.; case 12620; 
—- rubber (68 I. C. C., 748-753); p. 


National Paving Brick Manufacturers’ Assn. 
et al. vs. A. & V. et al.; case 10733; 
also I. and S. 1454, brick from St. Louis 
and Vandalia, Mo., to Eastern Trunk Line 
territory, and I. ‘and S. 1470, brick and 
clay from Kane, Pa., to New York and 
Philadelphia group points; brick (68 I. C. 
C., 213-253); p. 868. 

National Refining Co. vs. L. & N. et al.; case 
al — petroleum (64 I. C. Cc. 704- 

Natiouel Supply Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al; 
= 12262; dite (66 I. C. C., 604- 606): p 


National Supply Co. vs. C. B. & Q., Di- 
rector General et al.; case 12486; coal 
(68 I. C. C., 285-286); D. 870. 

Nebraska Bridge Supply and Lumber Co. 
vs. Director General; case 12129; cypress 
piling (66 I. C. C., 42-43); p. 189. 

Nevada Commission vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
case 12171; coal (66 I. C. C., 216-227); p. 419: 

New Bedford Board of Commerce vs. “et 
tor General; case hed cotton yarn (68 I 
Cc. C., 85- 88); p. 811 

New York and New Jersey Lubricant Co. 
vs. L. V. et al.; case 12514; petroleum 
lubricating oil and grease (68 I. c. C., 40t- 
478); p. 987. 

Northern W. Va. Coal Operators’ Ass’n vs. 
P. & L. E. et al.; case 12557; coal car 
distribution (68 I. C. C., 167-180); p. 929. 

Northwest Steel Co. et al. vs. Ore.-Wash. 
R. R. & Nav. Co. et al.; case also 
11911, General Electric Co. vs. N. Cc. et 
al. ; Steam turbines (68 I. C. C., 195-198); 
Pp. 

Nye Schnieder Fowler Co. vs. Director 
General, C. & N. W. et al.; case 11675; 
coal (66 I. C. C., 145-146); p. 374. 

Norris, L. A., vs. T. & P. et al.; case 11901; 
pipe and oil well machinery (64 I. C. C., 
665-666); p. 12. 

Northern Potato Traffic Assn. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 11868; potatoes (69 I. 
C. C., 26-28.; p. 1214. 

Northwest Steel Co. et al. vs. C. B. & Q.,, 
Director General. et al.; case 11973; rough 
steel shafting (66 I. C. C. 633-636); p. 752. 











Oklahoma Commission * A. S.; case 


io grain, etc. (69 I. C. C., Sor. 219); p 

Old Ben Coal Corporation vs. C. B. & Q.; 
case 12346; rock or shale dust (68 I. C. 
C., 584- 586); p. 1213. 

Oliphant-Johnson Coal Co. et al. "" ie" Cc. 
Cc. & St. L. et al.; coal (69 I. C. 1-3); 
p. 1214. 

Omaha Packing Co. et al. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 11966; also VGo13i, Cleveland 
Provision Co. vs. "A. T. & s. F. et al.; 
charges for unloading and etus live 
—— (66 I. C. C., 44-53); p. 251 

Opry al Co. vs. Director General; case 
ting? also 11627, Barnett Lumber Co. vs. 

& E. I. et al.; coal (68 I. C. C., 349- 
361)" p. 928. 

Ore Carrying Corporation vs. Central Rail- 
road of New Jersey; case 12546; divisions 
(66 I. C. C.. 311-312); v. 468. 

Oxford Paper Co. et ‘al. vs. Director Gen- 
eral; case 11681; coal (66 I. C. C., 159- 
164); p. 307. 

Oyler, Charles C., & Son vs. L. & N. and 
Director General; case 12078; also 12088, 
Same vs. Western Maryland, Director Gen- 
eral, et al. (66 I. C. C., 175-178); p. 374. 

Pacific Creamery Co. vs. A. . & &. F., 
Director General, et al.; case 12433; can- 
ee milk (68 I. Cc. C., 340- 342); 
p. le 

Parkersburg Rig and Reel Co. vs. T. & P. et 
al. ; ; case 12103; yellow pine (66 I. C. C., 327- 
329): p. 470. 

Pendergrass Cotton Co. et al. vs. Mo. Pac. 
et al.; case 12393; cotton (68 I. C. C., 637- 
642); p. 1214. 7 

Penick & Ford, Ltd., Ine., vs. Director 
General; case 11379; ed molasses 
(69 TI, Cc. C., 63-67); p q 

Petroleum and watt AF inom Shreveport to 
Baton Rouge, Natchez and Vicksburg; I. 
and S. 1472 (68 I. C. C., 564-571); p. 1036. 

Petroleum, refined, from Oklahoma to Sou- 
thern Illinois; I. and S. 1491 (69 I. C. C., 
34-37); p. 1267. 

Phillips Excelsior Co. vs. ae case 
me excelsior bolts (67 I. . 165-166): 
p 

Phoenix Refining Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. 
et al.: case tail second-hand pipe (66 
T. C. C.. 303-304); 469. 

Pioneer Cooperage Co. et al. vs. B. & O. 
et al.; case 12205; barrels and kegs (68 
% <. c., 645-647); p. 1213. 

Pioneer Pole and Shaft Co. vs. Director Gen- 
eral, Illinois Central, et al.; case 12111; 
hickory fliches and planks (64 I. C. C., 
744-747); p. 123. 

Pipe, cast iron, and connections from Bir- 
mingham district to Montana points; I. and 
S. 1413 (64 I. C. C., 638-640); p. 13. 

a gg Traffic and Transportation Assn. et 

. vs. S. P. & S. et al.; case 12693; 
diicloth (68 I. C. C., 589-590); p. 1213. 

Poultry, live, deposit of $10 for each car or- 

dered: I. and S. 1451 (66 I. C. C., 653-656); 


p. 749. 

Prescott & Northwestern R. R. Co. vs. Mo. 
Pac. et al.; case 10959; application of order 
in tap line (68 I. C. C., 487-491); p. 1093. 

Procter & Gamble Co. vs. Director General; 
eaie. ag empty tank cars (64 I. C. C., 

p. 12. 

Proctor & ‘Gamble Co. vs. Apalachicola Nor- 
thern 2 al.; case 12363; fish oil (68 I. C. C., 
121-124); p. 871. 

Procter & Gamble Co. vs. Cc. & 
T. P. et al.; case 10599; also 10600, i... 
vs. Same; cocoanut oil (68 I. C. C., 373- 
374); p. 926. 

Providence Fruit and Produce Exchange et 
al. vs. Director General, Seaboard Air Line 
et al.; case 12236; cabbage (66 I. C. C., 300- 
302); p. 467. 

Pure Oil Co. vs. C. & O. et al.; case 12053; 
—" refined oil (64 I. C. C., 688-690); 
dp 

Raritan Copper Works vs. N. O. & W. et al.; 
case 11755; copper bars (64 I. &' ©. 691- 
693); p. 13. 

Rates between gee Miss., and points in 
Alabama, and from Spocari, Ala., to Meri- 
dian; I. and S. 1372; fertilizer and fer- 
tilizer material, horses, mules and cattle, 
lumber and articles taking lumber rates. 
brick, cement and other commodities (66 
I. C. C., 179-195); p. 251. 

Reduced rates, 1922; in rates, fares and 
charges of carriers by railroad subject 
to the interstate commerce act; case 
13293 (68 I. C. C., 676-747); p. 1137. 

Reeves Coal and Dock Co. vs. Director Gen- 
oe 12231; coal (66 I. C. C., 469-471); 
Dp 

Refinite Company vs. C. B. & Q.:;: case 
12605: filtering clay (68 I. ©. C., 545-547); 
p. 1092. 

Reparation: in the matter of awarding on a 
lower basis prior to June 25, 1918. than 
on and after that date; Ex Parte No. 80; 
correction (68 I. C. C., 5-8); p. 1146. 

Reparation, in re-awarding on a lower basis 
prior to Junt 25, 1918, than on and after 
that date: Ex Parte No. 80 (68 I. C. C., 
5-8); p. 693. 

Riprap between points in Texas and Louisi- 
ana; I. and S. 1467 (68 I. C. C., 475- 
476); v. 987. 

Riverside Coal Co. vs. Director General. 
Ohio & Kentucky et al.; esse 12601; coal 
68 I. C. C., 205-210); p. 928. 











Rock Products Traffic League-(Flint Pebble 
Division) vs. B. & O. et al.; case 12470; 
=. — and brick (68 ic. C., 146- 
148); 

masemn te Busg Pig Iron and Coke Co. vs. 
Director General, Missouri Pacific et al.; 
case 12039; smithing coal (66 I. C. C., 147- 
148); p. 371. 

Roth Tobacco Company vs. St. L.-S. F., Di- 
1ector General at al.; case 11787; leaf to- 
baceo (66 I. C. C., 314-319); p. 532. 

Roundup Coal Mining Co. vs. Director Gen- 
eral, Big Fork & International Falls et al.; 
case 11081; coal (66 I. C. C., 249-254); p. 
468. 

Roxana Petroleum Co. of Oklahoma vs. A. 
T. & S. F. et al.; case 10498; also 3g 
National Refining Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. 
Co. et al.; 11099, Producers & Refiners 
Corporation vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et 
al.; and em, Kanotex Refining Co. et al. 
vs. C. R. & 4 Ry. Co. et al.; refined 
petroleum tes I, C., 77-84); p. 925 

Royster, F. §., et, Co. vs. Director 
General; case 12375; phosphate rock (68 
t‘ <. C., 552-554); p._ 1211. 

Rub-no-more Co. vs. G. N. al.; case 
ge © tuaiaen tallow (69 I. & c. 23- 25); 

adieu Glass Works et al. vs. Mich Cent. 
Se case aie soda ash (68 I. C. C., 
64 ); 

Salt from . em mines to Chicago, St. 
Louis and intermediate mg -line points; 
TI. and S. 1398 (66 I. C. C., 81-93); p. 189. 

Sand and gravel from Wolcottville, . to 
Chicago; I. and S. 1487; also I. and S 1464, 
restrictions of sand and gravel rates at 
Chicago, when originating on the Wabash 
Ry. (68 I. C. C., 92-95); p. 812. 

Schaefer, Louisa, et al. vs. Lehigh Valley; 
case 12033; hay demurrage (66 I. C. C., 
549-552); p. 692. 

Schule’s —“s Grape Juice Co., Inc., et al. vs. 
N. Y. N. H. & H. et al.; also 12984, Same 
vs. Same; grape juice (68 I. C. C., 485- 
486); p. 1035. 

Sheep, routing on, from K. C. M. & O. 
Texas points to Kansas City, Chicago, and 
eed points; I. and S. 1487 (69 I. C. C., 

4-6); p. 1267. 

Shibakawa & Co., Inc., vs. Philadelphia 4 
Reading et al.; ‘case 11543; pig iron (66 I 
Cc. C., 261-262); p. 469. 

Skift & Co. vs. Director General, Alabama 
& Vicksburg et al.; case 11033; soap (68 
I. C. C., 537-538); p. 1091. 


* Slater, U. M., Inc., et al. vs. S. P. et al.; 


—_, 10040; sheep (64 I. C. C., 647- 660); 


1 

smith, A. B., et al. vs. Ill. Cent. et al.; case 

121903 also 12327 and Sub. No. 1, same 
oe & G. et al.; hardwood logs 
(68 I. a 'C., 427-434); p. 926. 

Southern Hardwood Traffic Assn. et al. vs. 
Ill. Cent. et al.; case 12995; hardwood lum- 
ber a forest products (66 I, C. C., 68-80); 
p. 187. 

Southern Hardwood Traffic Assn. et al. vs. 
A. & S. et al.; case wo regt and for- 
est products (66 I. C. 67); p. 252. 

Southport Mill, Ltd., vs. %. & N. W. et al.; 
vegetable oils; case 10405; also 10405 (Sub. 
No. 1), Terminal Oil Mill Co. vs. C. & N 
W. et al.; 10405 (Sub. No. 2), Same vs. 
Mo. Pac.; 10407, Southport Mill, Ltd., vs. 
Yazoo & M. V.: 10408, Same vs. Il. Cent. 
et al.; 10409, Same vs. 'N. O. T. & M. et al.; 
10410, Terminal Oil Mill Co. vs. N. O. T. & 
M. et al.; 10464. Southern Mill, Ltd., vs. 
C. & A. et al.; 10519, Same vs. C. P. & St. 
L. et al.; 10557, Same vs. Erie et al.; 
Same vs. Ill. Cent. et al.; 10564, Same 
vs. N. O. T. & M. et al, and 11974, 
Same vs. B. & O. et al. (68 I. C. C., 352- 
369); p. 923. 

Southwestern Portland Cement Co. vs. Ari- 
zona Eastern et al.; case 11963; cement 
(69 I. C. C., 31-33); p. 1214. 

Standard Asphalt and Refining Company vs. 
Director General, Missouri Pacific; case 
12161: lubricating oil (66 I. C. C., 295-296); 


p. 470. 

Standard Asphalt and Refining Co. vs. Direc- 
tor General, Midland Valley et al.; case 
12181; gasoline (66 I. C. C., 611-612); p. 752. 

Standard Asphalt and Refining Company vs. 
Director General, Missouri Pacific et al.; 
— kerosene (66 I. C. C., 313-314); 
p. 4 

Standard Chemical Mfg. Co. vs. C. & N. 
W.; case 12572; ground wormseed (68 I. 
C. C., 467-470); p. 1038. 

Standard Oil Co. (Calif.) vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 12333; gasoline (66 I. C. “€é. 
472-474); p. 580. 

Standard Oil Co. (Cal.) vs. Director General, 
Pp. & L. E. et al.; case 12192; wrought 
iron pipe (68 I. C. C., 143-145); p. 926. 

Standard Oil Co. (Kenucky) vs. Director Gen- 
eral, Alabama & Vicksburg, - i. case 
11266; petroleum products (66 I. C. » ote 
42); p. 252. 

Standard Oil Co. (Kentucky) vs. Director 
General, I. C., et al.; case 11986; refined 
oils (66 T. CG. C.. 274-276); p. 469. 

Standard Rail & Steel Co. vs. L. & N. et al.; 
ease 12528; fourth sect. aps. 1606, 1952, 
2060; old rails (68 I. C. C., 9-10); p. 750. 

Standard Rail & Steel Co. vs. C. R. L & P., 
Director General; case 12526; scrap iron 
(68 I. C. C., 317-318); p. 926 
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Johnston, J. H.; state and federal co-opera- 
tion, D. 1054; competition by government; 

Kiesele, C. E.; refund of war tax; p. 548. 

Kimball, C.; refund of war tax; p. 404. 

err J. H. C.; increases in freight rates; p. 

Krafft, V. W.; loss and damage claims; p. 724. 

Labadie, Victor; demurrage on private tank 

rs; p. 

Labor board; rulings of; hearings . — 
mendations with regard to, etc.; oe 
122, 208, 209, 248, 264, 384, 435, d36. Poo. "55, 
815, 886, 960, 962, 966, 985, 995, 1054, 1055, 
1357, 1365, 1411. 

Labor board appointments; pp. 350, 699, 755, 
815, 887, 966, 1273. 

Labor organizations; meetings, conferences, 
statements, etc.; pp. 77, 323, 815, 866, 885, 
960, 1411. 

Lake Erie- Hudson river canal; p. 274. 

Legan, H. G.; defense of barge line; p. 222. 

Legislation affecting railroads and traffic; bills 
introduced; congressional committee hear- 
ings, etc.; pp. 10, 81 218, 300, 304, 330, 388, 
466, 590, 652, 658, 662, 698, 744, 792, 863, 919, 
23, 943, 984, 986, 1068, 1208, 1210, 1274, 1277, 

Lehigh Valley Claremont terminal; p. 1155. 

Leigh Ellis & Co. vs. Payne as agent: case to 
Supreme Court; pp. 14, 277. 

Leland, C.; ship subsidy; p. 890. 

Lennart, E. J.; competition by government; 


Lingel,, D. A.; express company service; p. 
Lowe, William T.; increases in freight rates; 
5 
Live stock; rates on, etc; 226, 306, 606, 662, 
-.* 716, 46, 848. ‘ a a 
oading of revenue freight . 25, 94, 164, 
838; 908, 945, 994, 1046, mba, 0 059; 720, 788 
1118, 12: 
ost 409. rend oy 
ans to railroads; pp. 27, 100, 471, 494, 512, 
577, 620, 672, 674, 698, 706, 730, 732, 734, 792, 
be _" ot, 950, 994, 1014. (See. also, Sécuri- 
ies. 
Locomotive equipment; a 202, 3 0 
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LOSS AND DAMAGE DECISIONS. 


Amber vs. Payne (Mo.); p. 1281. 

American Fruit Distributors of Cal va. 
Hines, Director General (Cal.); p. 597. 

American Ry. Ex. Co. vs. Dubois Bros., 
(Ga.); p. 1002. 

—" Ry Express Co. vs. Gault (Miss.); 
p. . 

—— Ry. Express Co. vs. Jones (Ga.); 
p. 709. 

en Ry. Ex. Co. vs. Roberts (Ga.); p 

American Ry. Ex. Co. vs. Wright (Miss.); 
p. 1281. 

Anderson vs. Hines, 
(Kan.); p. 544. 

Ark. Central R. R. vs. MceCuen (Ark.); p. 90. 

Ark. Central et al. vs. Walker (Ark.); p. 90 

Barrett vs. Stl. S. W. (Ark.); p. 90. 

Bean vs. Hinson (Tex.); p. 275. 

Behrmann vs. A. C. L. (S. C.); p. 29. 

awd vs. F. W. & R. G. Railway (Tex.); 

Bolton Worsted Mills Co. vs. United British 
Ins. Co., Ltd. (N. Y.); p. 1281. 

Bragg vs. Payne (Kan.); p. 276. 

eas Cc. C. C. & St. L. Ry Co. (Mich.); 
p. 275. 

Carpenter vs. Hines (Mo.); p. 1282. 

sie ag vs. Southern Express Co. (N. C.); 
p. 29. 

— of Georgia vs. American Coal Co. 

a.); p 

Central of Georgia vs. Dothan Nat’i Bank 
(Ala.); p. 1282. 

Cereal Products Co. vs. D. L. & W. (Sup. 
ct.); p. 29. 

c., R. I. & P. vs. Vail (Okla.); 29. 

Colley vs. C. & N. W. (Neb.) p 148. 

= et al. vs. Northern Pacific (Mont.); p 


Director General 


Croom vs. Galveston, H. & S. A. Ry. (Tex.); 
p. 1051. 


Davis vs. Brooks Supply Co. + seed p. 1281. 

Davis vs. Phillips (Ga.); p. 324. 

Davis vs. Seigel (Ga.); p. 1116. 

Davis vs. Western Union (Mo.); p. 543. 

Diamond X Land & Cattle Co. vs. Director 
General et al. (N. M.); p. 1051. 

er vs. Duncan & Nelms (Ga.); 
D. . 

Director General vs. Gee (Tex.); p. 1050. 

Director General vs. A. C. Schurff & Co. 
(Ky.); p. 817. 

Doty ws. Wells Fargo & Co. (Iowa); p. 1418. 

a vs. West. Union Tel. Co. (Neb.); 
Dp. a 

Eckman Chemical Co. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. 
Co. et al. (Neb.); p. 213. 

= Co., J. C., vs. Hines (Minn.): p 

Farmers’ Co-operative a Co. vs. Payne 
as agent (Minn.); p. 497. 

Farmers’ Union & Co-op. Assn. vs. Payne 
(Kan.); p. 1221. 

First Nat’l Bank of Wadena vs. Farmers’ 
Savings Bank (Iowa); p. 1116. 






Fisk Rubber Co. of N. Y. vs. N. Y¥., N. H. 
(Mass.); p. 29. 
ron = Hillman vs. Wabash Ry. (N. Y.); 


Pp. 1. 

Ft. Smith S. & R. I R. Co. vs. Scroggins 
et al. (Ark.); p. 213. 

Gillette Safety Razor Co. vs. Davis (Fed. 
ct.); p. 1221. 

— vs. Michigan Central (Sup. ct..); 
p. b 

Grass et al. vs. St. L.-S. F. (Mo.); p. 1051. 

Gulf C. & S. F. vs. Hines (Tex.); p. 1221. 

ee & Co. vs. L. & N. (Fed. ct.); 
Dp. 

Harrison vs. C. & A. R. i; he 1352. 

Hartford aoe Co. vs. N. Y., N. H. & H. 
(Conn.); p. 212. 

Hartford Fire Ins. Co. vs. G. H. & S. A. 
(Tex.); p. 1352. 

Hazzard, R. P., ‘Co. vs. Maine Central 
(Maine); p. 948. 

Herndon vs. Southern Ry. (S. C.); p. 1001. 

Herran vs. C. & E. R. et al. (Ind.); p. 1418. 

Herring Bros., Inc., vs. Am. Ry. Ex. Co. 
(Sup ct.); p. 1001. 

Hinrichs, G. F., Inc., Standard Trust & Sav- 
ings Bank (Fed. ct.); p 1419. 

— vs. Oregon Short Line (Idaho) ; 
p 

Houston & T. C. Railway vs. J. W. Geer & 
Sons (Tex.); p. 497. 

Howell et al. vs. Davis (Mo.); p. 650. 

Howell et al. vs. Hines, Director General 
(Mo.); p. 650. 

Hulin vs. Western Union (N. C.); p. 30. 

Humphrey-Cornell Co. vs. Hines, Director 
General (Conn.); p. 324. 

Hussey et al. vs. A. C. L. (N. Car.); p. 763. 

Illinois Central vs. Shaw (Miss.); p. 763. 

ee Mills vs. Ann Arbor (Mich.); 
p. 5 

Itzig Co. vs. First National Bank of Broad- 
way, Va. (Miss.); p. 1051. 

a & Elevator Co. vs. Hines (Mo.); 
p. E 

i et al. vs. Hollebeke et al. (Tex.); 
p. c 

Lancaster et “. vs. Rogers and Adams et 
al. (Tex.); p. 324. 

— Ellis & 
p. 398. 

ns et al. vs. Postal Telegraph (Ga.); 


598. 

wayhall & Neible vs. C., B. & Q. (Neb.); 
p. 90. 

McCaslin vs. Southern Pacific (Cal.); p. 597. 

— & Co. vs. A. C. L. (S. Car.); p 
92. 

Mitchell vs. A. C. L. (U. C.); p. 1002. 

Moore. M. V., & Co. vs. Southern Ry Co. 
(N. C.); p. 1050. 

Morris et al. vs. Am. Ry. Ex. Co. (N. C.); 
p. 1001. 

Mozier vs. Barrett (N. Y.); p. 1351. 

a et al. vs. Director General (Mo.); p. 

New England Fruit & Product Co. vs. Hines, 
Director General (Conn.); p. 947. 

oe Central vs. Freedman (Mass.); 
p. kb 

New York Central vs. Lazarus et al. (Fed. 
ct.); p. 1221. 

= & S. F. vs. Mayhugh (Tex.); p. 
398. 

Panhandle & S. F. et al. vs. Thompson 
(Tex.) p. 398. 

Payne vs. Elliott (Ind.); p. 600. 

Payne vs. McConnell (Tex.); p. 140. 

Payne vs. Orbon (Ark.); p. hag 

Payne vs. Reynolds (Tex.); 1352. 

Pettit vs. Director General Gian); p. 597. 

Philadelphia & Reading et al. vs. Laurel 
Coal Mining Co. (Pa.); p. 598. 

Pape vs. Am. Ry Express Co. (Ga.); p. 710. 

Postal Telegraph ae vs. State Highway 
Commission (Ore.); 598. 

Purity Ice Cream & baler Co. vs. Adams 
Express Co. (Mich.); p. 1051. 

Rhodes vs. Mo. Pac. et al. (Mo.); p. 214. 

—— Co. vs. C. G. W. et al. (Mo.); 


p. E 

St. Louis, B. & M. Ry. Co. et al. vs. Freasier 
et al. (Tex.); p. 763. 

St. =. et al vs. Am. Ry. Ex. Co. (N. C.); 
p. : 

Schaff vs. Hill & Thompson (Tex.); p. 1116. 

Schaff vs. Ulmer (Tex.); p. 497. : 

Shannon vs. W. U. Tel ‘Co. (Ark.); p. 1002. 

Shaw, F. L., Co. vs. Coleman et al. (Tex.); 


p. 497. 
— Fred F., Co. vs. C. & N. W. (Neb.); 
p. 3 
Simpson vs. Central Vermont (Vt.); p. 29. 
Sipple et al. vs. S. A. L. (Ga.); p. 650. 
Silverman vs. N. Y. Transfer Co. (Sup. ct.); 


Co. vs. Davis, agent (Fed. ct.): 


p. 948. 

Slutkin et * vs. Gerhard and Hey, Inc. 
(Sup. ct.); 213. 

Sonken- Galamba Tron & Metal Co. vs. Di- 
rector General (Mo.); p. 1001. 

Southern Flour and Grain Co. vs. Central 
Texas Exch. Nt’l Bank (Georgia); p. 213. 

Southern Ry. vs. Bunch (Georgia); p. 139. 

Southern Ry. vs. Prescott (Ga.); p. 597. 

Swift vs. Davis (N. Y.); p. 1418. 

= vs. Director General (W. Va.); p. 

Texas Mexican Ry. Co. vs. Driscoll et al. 
(Tex.); p. 1001. 

ara # vs. ag paeneenie Service Co. (Sup. 
c p. 








— i vs. Pacific Market Co. (Wyo.); 
p. 1 
— R. R. Co. vs. La Rosa (Ind.); p 


Warren et al vs. Portland Terminal Co. 
(Maine); p. 1001. 
ee et al. vs. Becker et al. (Wis.); pD 


Watts ot al. vs. Norfolk & Southern (N. C.); 
p 
. & O. et al. (Neb.); 


Weener vs. S. St. P. 
Wail.’ Fargo & Co. vs. Allbright (Ind.); p 
a am Union Tel. Co. vs. Gold (Tex.); p. 
Westin Union Tel. Co. vs. Jones (Tex.); 
Western Union Tel. Co. vs. Lapenna (Ind.); 


p 
—— Union Tel Co. vs. Ryan (Ala.); p 


ee Union Tel. Co. vs. Stewart (Tex.); 


276. 
Western Union Tel. Co. vs. Wallace (Tex.); 

p. a 
—— vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. (Minn.); p 


White et ux. vs. Payne, Director General 
(S. C.); p. 709. 

Whiteside vs. C. M. & St. P. (Mo.); p. 1221. 

Wickens vs. Scheuer et al. (Wash.); p. 948. 

Wolynski vs. Western Union (N. Y.); p. 817. 

Zoller, William, Co. vs. Hartford Fire Ins. 
Co. (Pa.); p. 1002. 


Lumber; rates on, transit privilege, etc.; 
66, 147, 176, 292, 340, 392, 790, 1010, ‘048, 
1176, 1180, 1220, 1244, 1318, 1410. 
Macomber, m G.: the St. Lawrence canal; p. 
1228. 
Manning, H. A.; misyuotation of rates; p. 404. 
Martin, L. R.; against percentage decrease; 


p. a 

Matthews, E. W.; simplification of tariffs, p 
1167. 

Mays, C. W.; tracer service; p. 1054. 

McAuliffe, Eugene; coal and the railroads; p. 
954. 

McCann, F. J.; good railroad service; p. 220. 

McGehee, A. J.; competition by government, 


p. 224. 
McIntosh, B. L.; use of old bills of lading; 
765. 
McKibben, B. F.; claim prevention; p. 765. 


“Meats, fresh and packing house products; 


rates on, etc.; pp. 162, 204, 454, 608, 610, 968. 

Mergener, George; simplification. of tariffs; Dp. 
722. 

Merrill, Henry F.; St. Lawrence Canal; p. 
1287. 

Meyer, Andrew A.; wages and rates; p. 28. 

Meyer, Eugene, Jr.; address before Railway 
Business Association, New — Feb. 1,; p. 
271; discusses railroads; p. 528 

Mileage books; pp. 146, 215, 591, 711, 744, 992, 
1104, 1208. 

Milk, ‘canned; rates on, etc.; p. 162. 

Miller, Herman J.; misquotation of rates; p. 


Miller, H. L.; repeal the LaFollette act; p. 


MINOR COMMISSION ORDERS. 


Aberdeen, 7 D., City of, vs. Director Gen- 
eral, c. N. W. et al.; case 12178; or- 
der a F. p. 1271. 

Acme Cement Plaster Co. vs. St. L.- 7. 
Director General et al.; case 11813. re- 
opened; p. 368. 

American Smelting & Refining Co. et al. vs. 
Director General et al.; case 11304; re- 
opened; p. 166. 

American Wholesale Lumber Association vs. 
Director General; case 11818; order amend- 
ed; p. 499. 

Arizona Corporation Commission et al. vs. 
Arizona Eastern et al.; case 11541; re- 
opened; p. 64. 

Ark. Jobbers _ Mfg. Assn. vs. Director Gen- 
eral, C. - & P. et al.; case 10417; order 
modified; tod. 

Ball Bros. diese Mfe. Co. vs. Director Gen- 
eral, A. & W. et al.; case 10949; effective 
date postponed; p. 1338. 

Brundred Bros. vs. Prairie Pipe Line Co.; 
case 11512; order modified; p. 1271. 

Cameron Coal Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 9613; reopened; p. 368. 

Central of Georgia Ry.; finance docket 1142; 
time extenced,; p. ; 

Certain-teed Products Corp. et al. vs. A. a 
& S. F. et al.; case 11481; oe ‘3 ¢ 

Channel Chemical Co. vs. A. 7. 
al.; case 9086; reopened; p. 1338 

Charleston Traffic Bureau vs. A. G. S. et al.; 
case 12628; reopened; p. 294. 

Chicago Live Stock Exchange vs. & 
S. F. Ry. et al.; case 9977; non ine1t 
Same _ vs. Same; consolidated and re- 
“opened; p. 864. 

Coal, eer 4 on from Western Maryland 
mines; & S. 1365; order modified; p. 368. 

Douglas, + % Chamber of Commerce, traf- 
fic bureau vs. A. & S. F. et al.; case 
11442; effective date postponed; p. 294. 

East Tennessee Packing Co., Inc., vs. Di- 
rector General, Southern mew et at.; 
case 11552; reopened; p. 1271 
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Comoe’ pete for carload service; pp. 156, 284, 

Carload vs. less than carload shipments; ‘ 
40, 504, 778, 900. - sd 

Car seals; p. 1184. 

Carriers not obliged to surrender open bill of 
lading before delivering goods; p. 663. 

Causes of action arising prior to federal con- 
trol; time within which to file; p. 506. 

Cement sacks; classification governing re- 
turn of; p. 1182 

Claim for loss, damage or overcharge; docu- 
ments necessary to support; p. 1252. 

Claim; notice of; pp. 232, 1295. 

—a notice of for conversion of shipment; 


p. 556. 
Cpgeeention rules; follows lot shipment; p. 


Classification | rules; rating applicable to 
L. C. L. shipment loaded to full visible ca- 
Pacity of car; p. 333. 

Class rate; application of; establishment of 
commodity rate removes; p. 955. 

ber receipt; liability of carrier under; p. 


Cc. O. D. shipments; claims for; p. 232. 

Conaaten rates; basis for construction; 
p. , 

<a rates; immediate application; 

Commodity rate; establishment of removes 
application of contemporaneous mileage 
rates; p. 1070. 

Cmearees charge; absorption by carrier; p. 


eg damage; liability of carrier; pp. 

Concealed loss and damage, liability of car- 
rier for; pp. 780, 1186. 

mg loss or damage; notice of claim; 
p. s 

ema of goods noted on bill of lading; 
p. A 

Conflict between percentage scale in class 
tariff and classification exception sheet 
governing class tariff; p. 34. 

Consignee’s right to inspect goods; p. 36. 

Consignor contracting for consignee; p. 232. 

Consolidated Classification No. 2; application 
of rule 34; p. 1192. 

Conversion; burden on carrier to show de- 
livery to true owner; p. 1354. 

Conversion; measure of damages for; p. 34. 

Conversion; liability of carrier to party to 
hg shipment was wrongfully delivered; 


Combustible material; liability of shipper for 
—— to car while being loaded with; p. 


Damages; deduction of trade and cash dis- 
counts; p. 1184. 

Damages, incidental; p; 1289. 

Damages; liability of carrier for; pp. 154, 156. 

Damages; measure of; pp. 34, 38, 154, 158, 
282, 400, 402, 454, 556, 666, 668, 728, 838, 902, 
904, 1290, 1353, 1355. 


Damages; nominal only’ recoverable for 
breach of contract not resulting in actual 
damages; p. 400. 

ae aan time within which to file suit; p. 

Deduction of transportation tax from invoice 
—— of shipment after January 1, 1922; 
p. 560. 

Delay caused by strike; liability of carrier; 
pp. 158, 236. 

Delay in transit; p. 400. 

Delay; liability of carrier for; p. 1294. 

Delay; measure of damage when goods 
shipped under a contract of sale; p. 670. 


a eee from accident or misfortune; 

p. . 

Delay resulting from embargo; notice to 
shipper; p. 900. 

Delay; special damages not recoverable ex- 
cept upon actual or constructive notice to 
earrier; pp. 452, 616. 

Delay to shipment; liability of; p. 778. 

Delivery to carrier; necessity for issuance of 
bill of lading; pp. 334, 726, 1074. 

tg carrier; what constitutes; pp. 33, 
780, 956. 

Demurrage; carrier responsible for failure to 
— must bear resulting damage; p. 


Demurrage; cars held for loading; p. 1074. 

Demurrage; charge assessable on double 
load; p. 1294. , 

Demurrage; consignee entitled to switching 
service, etc.; p. 332. . 

Demurrage; liability for, when consignee in- 
timates from time to time car would be ac- 
cepted; p. 504. 

Demurrage; liability of shipper for on goods 
held awaiting delivery to ship because of 
strike of longshoremen; p. 560. 

Demurrage; municipal holiday; p. 156. 

Demurrage; private car on track leased by 
owner of car; p. 1294. 

Demurrage; shipment in two cars; one car 
held by consignee under load awaiting ar- 
rival other car; p. 156. 

Demurrage; waiver of when caused by con- 
signee’s efforts to mitigate damages; p. 402. 

Demurrage; weather interference; p. 1182. 

Detention of tank cars; pp. 728, 904. 

Distinction between sections 1, 2 and 3 of 
interstate commerce act; p. 153. 

Drayage between St. Louis, Mo., and East St. 
Louis, Ill.; p. 106. 

Duty of carrier to divert shipment at request 
of owner; p. 780. 











Duty of carrier to furnish suitable cars; p. 


Duty of carrier to protect shipment after ar- 
rival at destination; p. 778. 

Dy St seller to use care in selecting carrier; 
Pp. ie 

Erroneous billing and marking; less-carload 
shipments; p. 510. 

Estimated weight; charges must be assessed 
a ane tariff provides for use thereof; 
p. is 

Express charges on shipments lost in transit; 
pp. 452, 618. 

Express charges; refund of, accruing from 
reforwarding of freight delivered at erro- 
neous destination; p. 1074. 

Facilities furnished by carriers for accommo- 
dation of public; regulation of; p. 1016. 

Failure to make prompt delivery; liability of 
carrier for; p. 778. 

Forwarding agents; liability of; pp. 506, 902. 

ie liability of carrier for loss through; 


Pp. ; 

Freight charges; collection of from consignee; 
pp. 904, 1072, 1124. 

Freight charges; liability of consignee for; 
pp. 106, 1126, 1438. 

Freight charges; liability of consignor for; 
pp. 1186, 1188. 

Freight charges; liability of distribution 
agent acting as consignor for; p. 904. 

Furnishing cars; minimum weights; p. 38. 

Ice; carrier liable for cost of if shipment is 
unreasonably delayed; p. 1250. , 

Icing and refrigeration charges under Fair- 
banks protective tariff No. 1; p. 1072. 

Icing records for use in filing claims; pp. 
666, 782. 

Increase on rates fixed by ordinance; p. 501. 

Industry track construction during federal 
a=: waiver of payment by carrier; p. 

Information by carrier of transactions of 
shippers; p. 1354. 

Interest on claims for loss or injury to goods 
moving during federal control; p. 232. 

Interest on loss and damage claims; p. 776. 

Interest on overcharges and loss and dam- 
age claims; p. 556. 

Interstate rate vs. combination of interstate 
and intrastate rates; p. 1295. 

Jeffersonville, Ind.; application of rates from 
Cincinnati; p. 332. 

Liability for marking L. C. L. shipments; 


p. 556. . 
Liability; limitation of by steamship com- 
pany; p. 1353. 

Liability of carrier as warehouseman; pp. 
158, 776, 958. . 
Liability of carrier for cost of reweighing 
—— receipt goods in bad order car; p. 
Liability of carrier for damage from freezing 
resulting from unreasonable delay; p. 36. 
Liability of carrier for damages for permit- 
ting unauthorized inspection of goods; Pp. 


618. 

Liability of carrier for damage resulting from 
— loading or packing by shipper; 
D. dl 

Liability of carrier for delivery of shipper’s 
order shipment without surrender of bill of 
lading; p. 834. 5 

Liability of carrier for delivery on an unin- 
dorsed bill of lading; p. 838. 4 

Liability of carrier for delivery to notify 
party; p. 668. 

Liability of carrier for theft; p. 1289. 
Liability of carrier; discrepancy between 
origin and destination weights; p. 1018. 
ea earrier for diverting traffic; pp. 

400. 9 


Liability of carrier for execution of bill of 
lading containing provisions impossible of 
execution; p. 1018. ' ‘ 

Liability of carrier for forwarding of ship- 
ment to destination marked on package 
without issuance of bills of lading; p. 512. 

Liability of carrier for injury due to defec- 
tive or improper packing; p. 560. ‘ 

Liability of carrier for injury of goods in 
transit; p. 556. f 

Liability of carrier for loss of coal in tran- 
sit; p. 902. 

Liability of carrier for loss or damage after 
delivery of car on industry track; p. 618. 
Liability of carrier for loss of goods; pp. 154, 
1186. 1190. ‘ ’ 
Liability of carrier for loss of shipment in 

open-top car; p. 616. 

eta of carrier for loss through freezing; 
p. A 

a of carrier for non-delivery of goods; 


Liability of carrier; shippers’ load and count 
notation on bill of lading; p. 776. 

Liability of carrier where shipper ratifies un- 
authorized delivery; p. 1250 

Liability of commission brokers for under- 
charges; p. 36. 

Liability of connecting line for loss or dam- 
age to cars of connection placed at industry 
for loading or unloading; p. 1072. 

Liability of draymen and truckmen; p. 1186. 

Liability of initial carrier for negligence of 
connecting line; p. 106. 

Liability of purchaser under judicial sale 
ee of former corporation; p. 


Liability of shipper to consignee for unrea- 
sonable freight charge; p. 4 

Liability of telegraph company for error in 
transmitting news; p. 34 
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Liability of telegraph company for negligence 
in the transmission or delivery of mes- 
sages; pp. 38, 508, 1188, 1072. 

Liability of water carrier; p. 510. 

Limitation of actions under section 206A of 
transportation act; p. 454. 

Limitation of liability; agency in making 
-contract with carrier; p. 35. 

Limitation of liability under section 20 of the 
Interstate Commerce Act; p. 106. 

Live stock reports to department of agricul- 
ture at stock yards; p. 1192. 

Loss and damage; time within which to file 
suit; p. 1294. 

Loss occurring after termination of liability 
as — burden of proof of on carrier; 
p. > 

Loss of goods; action for; delivery to carrier 
must be proved; p. 333. 

Loss or damage after delivery of car on in- 
ial track; liability of carrier for; p. 


Lowest combination applicable in absence of 
through rate over given route; p. 1250. 

Meat shipments; rule 10; p. 834. 

Misdelivery; liability of carrier; p. 1438. 

Misquotation of rates; liability of domestic 
carrier by water for; p. 958. 

Misrouting; carrier liable for detour account 
flood or embargoes; p. 1437. : 
Misrouting; carrier’s duty, to forward via 

— available route, includes car; p. 

Misrouting; rate on bill of lading controls 
when no instructions given; p. 1437. u 

Misrouting; shipper bound by routing in- 
or appearing in bill of lading; p. 

4. 

a standard vs. differential routes; 
p. 501. 

Misrouting; when complete routing instruc- 
tions given; pp. 664, 902, 1016. 

Mixed C. L. and L. C. L. shipments; p. 1353. 

Mixed carloads under Rule 10 of Classifica- 
tion; p. 1184. 

Mixed shipments; articles not conforming to 
packing requirements have effect of raising 
the rate on entire shipment; p. 504. 

Notice of arrival; sufficiency of; pp. 502, 1188. 

Notice of claim; filing of; p. 508. 

— of claim; necessity of filing; pp. 668, 
1124. 

Notice of claim on shipment of coal; P 1124. 

Notice of claim; shipper must file; p. 106. 

—" of claims to connecting carriers; Pp. 
3 


Notice of claim where goods unlawfully sold 


by carrier; p. 780. 

Notice of refused or unclaimed foods; suffi- 
ciency of; p. 616. ‘ 

nen misrepresenting in billing; p. 
506. 

ee shipments; reconsignment of; p. 
1190. 


Overcharges accruing during federal con- 
trol; claims for; p. 1018. 

Overcharges; refund of, based upon estimat- 
ed weights; p. 232. 

Percentages of class rates; rates published as 
are not specific commodity rates; p. 95 
Penalty charge on shipments ordered recon- 

signed to embargoed points; p. 501. 

Rate applicable on overflow portion of car- 
load shipment when shipper seals cars con- 
taining overflow; p. 501. : 

Rate applicable via route specified by ship- 
per in bill of lading must be assessed re- 
gardless of rate shown therein; p. 1184. 

Rates; application of; p. 506. 

Rates dependent on actual value declared 
by shipper; p. 1353. 

Rates; reasonableness of; p. 1182. 

Ratings when packages do not classification 
specifications; p. 332. 

Reasonable rates; duty of carrier to estab- 
lish; p. 1294. 1 

Receipt in bill of lading as to condition of 
goods; effect thereof; p. 104. d 

Reconsigning instructions; proof of receipt 
by carrier; pp. 38, 234, 1289. : 

Reconsigning; no duty on carrier to advise 
shipper that through rate not applicable; 
p. 782. 


Reconsignment after placement; p. 776. 
Reconsignment; cars must not have broken 
bulk; p. 154. ’ 
Reconsignment; constitutes through  ship- 
ment; p. 153. . 

Reconsignment of order notify shipment; pp. 
956, 1440. . 

Reconsignment; only one change in destina- 
tion permitted; p. 284. 

Reconsignment; order-notify shipments and 
shipments held for inspection; p. 1186. 

Reconsignment rules; cars held in break-up 
yards subject to; p. 836. 

Reconsignment vs. Reshipment; p. 154. 

Reconsignment; what constitutes; p. 34. 

Reduced rates, 1922; application of; p. 1291. 

Refund of express charges; p. 1354. 

Refund of overcharge under Slige Iron Store 
ease; p. 558. 

Refused or unclaimed freight; duty of carrier 
to notify consignor of; pp. 35, 38. 

Released rates on express shipments; p. 1190. 

Released valuation; neither negligence of 
carrier nor disproportion between actual 
and fixed value impair validity of contract 
of shipment: p. 156. 

— valuation; rates dependent on; p. 

Rental charges for use of refrigerator or in- 
sulated car; p. 1437. 
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Reparation; action to enforce awards made 
by commission; p. 154. 

Reparation can only be made on order of 

ommission; p. 1126. 

Reparation; limitation for filing complaint 
with Commission; pp. 1188, 1290. 

Reparation on intrastate shipments moving 
during guaranty period; p. 838. 

Reparation on shipments made during feder- 
al control; p. 1188. 

Reparation; subsequently reduced rate; pp. 
153, 900, 956, 1290. 

Routing; carrier liable for misroute in not 
turning shipment over to intermediate car- 
rier when lines shown in bill of lading form 
through route; p. 556. 


Routing; carrier not liable for misroute in 
not forwarding via cheapest route, if ship- 
yore routing instructions are followed; p. 






















































































Routing, carriers; ratification of 
by signing bill of lading; p. 232 

Routing; conflict between bill of lading and 
marks on packages; pp. 454, 728. 

Routing; conflict between express receipt and 
marks on package; p. 333. 


Routing; consignee bound by shipper’s in- 
structions; p. 1353. 


Routing; duty of carrier to forward via 
cheapest available route; p. 282. 


Routing; rate applicable via higher rated 
route must be paid if shipper authorized 
forwarding via that route; p. 728. 

Routing; rate applicable via route of move- 
ment must be protected; p. 331. 

Routing; shipper bound by instructions in 
bill of lading; p. 1291. 

Routing; terminal delivery must be speci- 
fied if desired; p. 1186. 

Rule 34 of Consolidated Classification; appli- 
cation of; p. 1354, 

Shipment billed to one party in care of an 
another; p. 664. 

Shipper’s load and count; pp. 36, 334, 780, 
956, 1074. 

Shrinkage of grain; deduction for in adjust- 
ment of claims for loss; pp. 1182, 1354. 

Shrinkage on coal; allowance for; p. 956. 

“a car desired; shipper must specify; p. 
vd. 

—— damages; liability of carrier; for p. 

Stoppage in transit; p. 900. 

Storage; additional free time for disposition 
of shipment after notice to consignee of 
refused or unclaimed shipment; p. 154. 

Storage; carrier unable to deliver has right 
to store at owner’s expense; p. 558. 

Storage charges of carrier; reasonableness 
of as compared with those of public storage 
company; p. 333. 

Storage; liability of consignee for in case of 
owe which prevented delivery of goods; 
p. q 

Storage on damaged goods held by consignee 
for disposition by carrier; p. 232. 

Switching; joint use of terminals; p. 836. 

Suits against Adams Express Co.; p. 333. 

a liability of connecting carrier; 
p. _ 

Suits; time within which to file; pp. 558, 1124. 

Tariff interpretation; alternative rates con- 
ditioned on prepayment or guarantee of 
freight charges; p. 508. 

Tariff interpretation; application of Illinois 


by shipper 


distance rates to Chicago switching dis- 
trict; p. 836. 
Tariff interpretation; application of mini- 


mum class rates to articles returned for re- 
pairs; p. 33. 
Tariff interpretation; general description of 
commodities; p. 107 
Tariff interpretation; 
p. 331. 
Tariffs; interpretation of; p. 1182. 
Tax; liability for, where goods sold delivered 
ona freight charges assured by seller; p. 
Tax on demurrage charge; p. 331. 
Tax on export shipments; pp. 33, 104. 
Tax on passenger fares; refund of; p. 35. 
Tax on shipments arriving at destination 
aad to January 1, 1922; pp. 232, 282, 501, 


immediate application; 


Tax on shipments arriving on and after 
Jan. 1, 1922; p. 228. 

‘Tax on shipments milled in transit; p. 510. 

Tax; refund of; p. 1354. 

Taxes on overcharges; refund of; p. 1016. 

Time; method of computing on cars held for 
— of order-notify bill of lading; p. 

‘. 

Time when cause of action accrues; p. 668. 

Title of goods sold F. O. B. destination re- 
mains in seller unless terms of sale clearly 
show contrary intention; p. 1018. 

Tracer as notice of claim; p. 282. 

= storage; charge on private cars; Dp. 

Two-for-one rule; application of; p. 1437. 

Unauthorized delivery; ratification of; p. 38. 

Undercharges; collection of; p. 506. 

Undercharges; time within which carrier may 
collect; p. 153. 

Undercharges; time within which suit may 
| Taal pp. 230, 670, 728, 778, 780, 958, 

Wasting; service covered by charges there- 
fore; p. 38. 

“ars and reweighing carioad freight; p. 









































































































































Weighing and reweighing; estimated weights 
vs.. destination scale weights; p. 1355. 
a and reweighing; testing accuracy; 


p. * 
Weight; actual should govern; p. 230. 


Railroad administration law department criti- 
cized; B; 694; money for; p. 896. 

Railway Business Association; communication 
to Labor Board; p. 701; letter to President 
asking postponement of rate cuts; p. 1103. 

Rates, high; effects of and plans and sugges- 
tions for reductions; pp. 8, 76, 590, 702, 796, 
940, 1003, 1220. 

Recapture provisions of transportation act; 
eenaiee of, etc.; pp. 350, 638, 700, 838, 


ae ag _ nee of time for preserving; pp. 
Reduced rates, 1922; Harding’s position on; pp. 
1089, 1103, 1149: effect of reductions; pp. ib. 
1208; attitude of state commissions; p. 1152; 
discussed by A. B. Johnson and others; p. 
1153; 1203; carriers accept decision; pp. 1219, 
1275, 1277, 13867, 1446. 
Regional labor conferences; pp. 122, 209, 248. 
Reparation; pp. 108, 392, 865, 866, 986, 1370. 
Revenues of railroads; November, pp. 21, 184; 
and eleven months. p. 77; December, pp. 272, 
342, 394; December and 1921, p. 472; Janu- 
ary, 1922, and year 1921, pp. 604, 658; Febru- 
ary, pp. 702, 784, 844; and two months, p. 
908; March and three months, pp. 984, 1104; 
— p. 1207; and four months, pp. 1364, 


Rivers and Harbors Congress; p. 337. 
Ryan, E. D.; tracer service; > 954. 
Ryan, E. P., use of old bills of lading; pp. 722, 


neeerte, W. B.; correction as to petroleum; p. 

St. Lawrence waterway project; pp. 85, 211, 
339, 442, 444, 490, 705, 762, 821, 882, 1046, 
1224, 1314. 

Salt; rates on, etc.; p. 431, 660, 1064. 

Sand and gravel; rates on, etc.; pp. 88, 1118. 

< o B. E.; for commodity reductions; p. 


Sanders, Representative from Indiana; address 
to Natl. Assn. of Sand and Gravel Produc- 
ers, New Orleans, Feb. 3; p. 271 

Sauer, W. C.; tracer service; p. 825. 

Savings reported by director of budget; p. 1034. 

—.” J. A.; prompt payment of claims; 
p. 14. 

Schultz, W. J.; use of old bills of lading; pp. 
654, 953. 5 

Scott, Bruce: testimony before house commit- 
tee; p. 1155. 

Scrivener, B.; misquotation of rates; pp. 393, 
1167; function of traffic clubs; p. 8 

Securities, 
to issue 
108, 
204, 
354, 
466, 


. 


railroad; petitions for permission 
and action thereon; pp. 42, 48, 70, 
135, 136, 145, 168, 170, 172, 192, 
228, 270, 275, 284, 342, 350, 
368, 370, 374, 385, 402, 464, 
495, 500, 516, 535, 564, 577, 
584, 610, 620, 652, 654, 674, 689, 
708, 732, 734, 766, 786, 796, 807, 
822, 846, 848, 852. 856. 866, 887, 912, 947, 
949, 950, 955, 968, 970, 988, 1003, 1005, 1012, 
1014, 1022, 1032, 1048, 1056, 1076, 1096, 1102, 
1126, 1136, 1168, 1178, 1192, 1196, 1200, 1226, 
1229, 1242, 1246, 1248, 1254, 1271, 1284, 1287, 
1288, 1316, 1318, 1320, 1322, 1338, 1340, 1355, 
1366, 1374, 1378, 1392, 1413, 1415, 1428, 1430, 
1436, 1440, 1446. 
Shamel, C. W.; defense of barge line; p. 149; 
barge line service; p. 327. 
Sheepskins; rates on, ete.; p. 544. 
Shepherd, B. R.; simplification of tariffs; p. 
653. 
Ship performance; p. 85. 


SHIPPING BOARD, THE U. S. 


Adequacy of American shipping service to 
_ from American island possessions; p. 
273. 

Agency agreements; p. 142. 

Allocation of board vessels; pp. 593, 822. 

Claims against Shipping Board; pp. 85, 386, 
485, 645, 762, 882, 937, 1226. 

Conference of vessel operators and cotton 
and flour shippers; p. 211. : 

Contracts of railroads with steamship com- 
panies; pp. 24, 85, 274, 440, 491, 554. 

Discrimination by Shipping Board charged 
by H. F. Gittings; p. 1422. ‘ 

Engineers. U. S. Board of; report on rivers 
and harbors to Shipping Board; p. 642. 

Finances of Shipping Board; pp. 761, 937, 1108, 
1224, 1226. 

Fleet Corporation legal work; p. 388; 
preme Court rules may be sued; p. 99 

Floating dry docks: sale of; p. 274. 

— offices of Shipping Board; pp. 1162, 
1112. 

Inland bureaus of Shipping Board: p. 1043. 

Jones act enforcement; pp. 387, 593, 648, 689, 
703. 759. 882, 938, 1033, 1043, 1045, 1166, 1225, 
1316, 1356. 1426. 

Lasker calls appropriation 
dence’”’; p. 211. 

Leviathan; contracts for repair; p. 386. 

i sale on Shipping Board vessels; p. 


Su- 
S. 


“vote of confi- 


Love addresses trade club; p. 442. 

Marine insurance; pp. 338, 593, 645, 999. 

Marine needs; p. 790. 

Meat traffic; Shipping Board’s attempt to 
coerce; pp. 761, 821, 882. 

Merchant Marine Association meeting; p. 406. 
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Money for Shipping Board; pp. 86, 141, 210, 
339, 386, 552, 593, 704. 

Nationality of Crews; p. 340. 

Ocean tonnage statistics; pp. 704. 

Pacific merchant marine; pp. 210, 337. 

Pacific ports; elimination of; pp. 1316, 1339. 

Payments to shipbuilders for cancellation of 
contracts; pp. 937, 938, 940. 

i discusses shipping problem; pp. 143, 


st of Shipping Board vessels; pp. 762, 

Russian grain, ships for; pp. 83, 145, 274, 339. 

Sale of vessels, etc.; pp. 145, 211, 338, 388, 
440, 593, 643, 940, 1112. 

Shipbuilding statistics; pp. 340, 388, 1226. 

Shipbuilding program completed; p. 1163. 

Shipping Board personals; p. 337, 339, 387, 
388, 440, 940, 999, 1000, 1166, 1312, 1362. 

Subsidy for merchant marine; pp. 23, 24, 82, 
85, 86, 141, 145, 210, 337, 440, 482 (Lasker’s 
analysis of subsidy bill); 550, 552, 592, 642, 
703, 759, 822, 881, 932, 1042, 1162, 1110 (op- 
posed by A. F. of L.); 1223 (Natl. Mer- 
chant Marine Assn. statement); 1223, 1310, 
1339, 13856, 13857, 1420, 1422. 

Subsidy for merchant marine; hearings be- 
fore joint congressional committee; pp. 759, 
819, 879, 933, 997, 1042, 1108. _ 

Tacoma terminal rates; investigation of by 
Shipping Board; p. 1108. 

Tonnage of American vessels; p. 273, 440, 939, 
1044. : 
United Fruit Co.’s request that Clyde Line 
be taken out of Columbia trade denied by 

Shipping Board; p. 1044. 

Wages and salaries of Shipping Board em- 
ployes; pp. 272, 340, 643, 759, 882, 937, 1046, 
1314, 1423. 

Wages of stevedores; p. 1110. 

Wooden ships; scrapping of; p. 24. 


SHIPPING DECISIONS 


Alexon vs. Steward et al. (Cal.); p. 543. 
Anderson, A. O., & Co., Inc., vs. Susque- 
hanna 8. S. Co., Inc. (Virginia); p. 140. 
Anderson, A. O., z Co., Ine., vs. Texas Co. 

(Fed. Ct.); p. 1283. d 
Atlantic Fruit Co. vs. Red Cross Line (N. 
Y.); p. 325. 
Angelo Toso, the (Fed. Ct.); p. 950. 
Barrett, the Mary F. (Fed. Ct.); . 1419. ; 
Boston Towboat Co. vs. Darrow Mann Co.; 
Adams et al. vs. same (Fed. Ct.); D. 543. 
Cavalliotis vs. 75 Drums of Caustic Soda et 
al.; Mehaffey vs. same (Fed. Ct.); p. 1284. 
Charter party held not to guarantee capac- 
ity of schooner; the Emily S. Malcolm; 
South Seas Import & Export Co. vs. Mal- 
colm et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1223. : 
Columbia Overseas Corp. vs. Banco Nacional 
Ultra-Marino (Sup. Ct.); p. 212. 
Dittmar vs. Sargeant et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 710. 
Dwane vs. Weile (Sup. Ct.); p. 763. é 
French Republic vs. Fahey et al. (Md.); P. 
1222. 

Grace, W. R., & Co. vs. Ford Motor Co. ot 
Canada, ane. ot al se Rees 
Hellig Olav, the ew York); p. A . 
iaecun vs. Am. Hawaiian S. S. Co. (Fed. Ct.); 


. 1283. —e : 

Isle of Mull, Isles Steamshipping Co. Vs. 
Gans Steamship Line et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 
949. 

Manhattan. the (Md.); p. 543. 4 

Maryland Trans. Co. vs. Dempsey et al. (Fed. 
Gt.); pp. 2284. 

Nathan Kronman & Co. vs. Texas Transport 
& Terminal Co. (Sup. Ct.); p. 448. 

Poznan, the (New York); p. 448. 

Princess Sophia (Fed. Ct.); p. 949. a 

Regulations for the protection of life an 
property apply more strongly to boat where 
it can be inspected every day; Hines VS. 
Butler et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1223. : 

Rosemary, the; Talge Mahogany Co. vs. 
Nicklas et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 818. 

St. Paul, the (New York); p. 651. F 

Shipment under clean Dill imports obliga- 
tion to stow under deck; the Sarnia (Fed. 
Ct.); p.. 1062. 

Societe Anonyme Des Sucrerues de Saint 
Jean vs. Bull Insular Line (Fed. Ct.); Pp. 
543. 

Tri-State Packet Co. et al. vs. G. R. Brick- 
ley Merc. Co. (Ark.); p. 275. 

Twohy, the John, Cummins et al. vs. T. M. 
Duche & Sons, Ltd. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1419. 

Vanderburg vs. D. & C. Nav. Co. (Mich.); p. 
651. 


Ship tonnage; American; pp. 23, 997. 

Shoemaker, R. C.; seals on freight cars; P 
27; solicitation of freight; p. 220; use of old 
bills of lading; p. 765. 

Shurz, J. R.; refund of war tax; p. 492. 

Simmons, Ray; percentage reduction; p. 220. 

Sisal; rates on, etc.; p. 610. 

Sixth section permissions; pp. 746, 844. 

Sligo case argument; p. 1380. 

Sloss, J. C.; misquotation of rates; p. 290. 

a a C. K.; color scheme for waybills; p. 


Soo Canal traffic; p. 274. 

South Atlantic Ports 
formed; p. 593. 

Southeastern class rates; supplemental order 
in I. and S. 1303; p. 388; general investiga- 
tion into ordered; pp. 433, 772, 1005, 1032; 
hearings at Atlantic; pp. 1169, 1231, 1296, 
1347, 14138, 1415. 
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Southern Pacific-Central Pacific consolidation 
plan; pp. 1266, 1386. 

Southern Traffic League; re for revision of 
transportation act; pp. 78, 

Southern Pacific’s proposal to reduce rates 
from New York, via Sunset route to western 
destinations on schedule C commodities; pp. 
822, 877, 6. 

Southport = case; application for reargu- 
ment; oe 246. 

Spence, < ewis J.; the plight of the railroads; 
Pp. 

State rates; control over; changes in., etc.; 
pp. 44, 147, 473, 474, 548, 576, 634, 652, 658, 
659, 674, 688, 690, 710 712, 754, 774, 805, 826, 
eo” 985, 986, 1032, 1038, 1122, 1158, 1279, 1364, 

Station agents; freight station section of A. 
R. A.; meeting in Philadelphia; pp. 1046, 
1160, 1369, 1431. 

Steenerson, representative from Minnesota; 
LJ requiring information on freight rates; p. 

Steger, Frank; tracer service; p. 1004. 

Stern, Edward; unfair motor truck competi- 
tion; p. re 

Stephens, A. Cc. H.; freight overcharge claims; 
p. 

Storage rules; changes in; p. 1098. 

Stough, Dale P.; state and interstate regula- 
tion; p. 722. 

Strike of coal miners; plans to meet; p. 272. 

Strike of railroad workers; plans for; pp. 1272, 
1365, 1411, 1413. 

Stripp, &. T.; national traffic club organiza- 
ion; p. 

Suez Canal traffic; p. 762. 

— rates on, ’etc.; ; pp. 209, 500, 584, 662, 


SUPREME COURT, U. S., DECISIONS. 


Astoria Marine Iron Works vs. Emergency 
Fleet Corp. et al., and Sloan Shipyards 
Pegg _ vs. Emergency Fleet Corp. et 
al.; Pp. 

Beer, transportation of, held not lawful; 
Rainier Brewing Co. vs. Great Northern 
ie 4 Steamship Co. and Nor. Pac. Ry.; 
p 

Burton, J. E., et al. vs. Charles F. Clyne; 
packers and stock yards act case; p. 1003. 

Chicago & N. W. vs. C. C. Whitnack Pro- 
duce Co.; damages on apples; p. 816. 

Continental Insurance Co. et al. vs. Reading 
Co. et al., and Seward Prosser et al. vs. 
Reading et al.; p. 1216. 

Dahn, A. J., vs. Director General; compen- 
sation for’ injuries; p. 817. 

Davis, J. C.. vs. John W. Reynolds; per- 
sonal injuries; p. 872. 

Excise Tax held invalid; James C. Davis, 
Director General, et al. vs. George Wal- 
lace et al.; p. 98. 

Fleet Corporation may be sued without con- 
sent; Sloan Shipyards Corp. et al. vs. 
Emergency Fieet Corp. et al., and Astoria 
Marine Iron Works vs. Emergency Fleet 
Corp.; p. 999. 

— Northern vs. Merchants Elevator Co.; 


p 

Gillette Safety Razor Co. vs. Davis; certi- 
orari denied; p. 1286. 

Kansas City, Clay County & St. Joseph vs. 
G. S. Grier, administrator; judgment for 
death; p. 872. 

Lambert Run Coal Co. vs. B. & O.; ; ear dis- 
tribution; p. 816. 

Louisville '& N. vs. U. S.; fares of coast 
guard members; p. 817. 

Missouri, Kansas & Texas vs. Plano Milling 
Co. et al.; p. 710. 

Oregon-W. R. R. & N. Co. vs. J. B. McGinn; 
damage to horses; p. 

Packers and stockyards act held constitu- 
tional; p. 

Ranier Brewing ‘Co. vs. Gt. Nor. Pac. S. S. 
Co. and Nor. Pac. Ry.; p. 1088. 

Reading company dissolution; district court 
decree modified; Continental Insurance Co. 
et al. vs. Reading Co. et al., and Seward 
2 ae et al. vs. Reading Co. et al.; p. 


Santa Fe Pacific vs. Secretary of Interior; 
government land case; p. 1216. 

Service letter law held constitutional; C. R. 
I & P. vs. D. J. Perry; p. 1286. 

Sloan Shipyards Corp. et al. vs. Emergency 
Fleet Corp., and Astoria Marine Iron 
Works vs. Emergency Fleet Corp.; p. 999. 

Southern Pacific-Central Pacific anti-trust 
coset dissolution of relations ordered; p. 
1216. 

Stafford, T. F., et al. vs. Wallace and Clyne; 
packers and ‘stockyards act case; p. 1003. 
Tariff uniformity can be attained without 
preliminary resort to the Commission; un- 
der certain conditions the question may be 
settled in the courts; Great Northern vs. 

Merchants Elevator Co.; p. 1215 

Texas, State of, vs. Interstate Commerce 
Commission; No. 24; p. 544. 

Wisconsin case; No. 206; Railroad Commis- 
oy of Wisconsin et al. vs. C. B. & Q.; p. 


Switching at East St. Louis; p. 495; at Bata- 
via, N. Y.; p. 1350; at Boston; p. 1374. 

Sykes, William; misquotation of rates; p. 226. 

Tadlock, A. V.; how to meet truck competi- 
tion; p. 220. 

Tank cars; p. 1322. 

Tariff publishing agents, list of; p. 1444. 











Tariffs; simplification of; pp. 808, 1012, 1060. 
ba ae * semen pp. 160, 352, 672, 1022, 
Telephone revenue; pp. 160, 344, 602, 908, 970, 


TENTATIVE DECISIONS OF I. C. C. 


Aberdeen Commercial Club, traffic bureau 
vs. Ahnapee & Western, Director General 
et al.; case 10316; classes; p. 190. 


Alpha Portland Cement Co. vs. Pennsylva- 
nia; case 13329; cement; p. 1409. 


Aluminum Co. of America et al. vs. Massena 
Terminal Railroad Co. et al.; case 12848; 
divisions; p. 191 


American Farm Bureau Federation et al. 
vs. Aberdeen & Rockfish et al.; case 12699; 
live stock; p. 1215. 


American Fibre Package Co. division Amer- 
ican Box Board Co. vs. Director General, 
Cc. & N. W. et al.; case 12252; silicate of 
soda; p. 1147. 

American Fruit and Vegetable Shippers’ As- 
sociation et al. vs. Bangor & Aroostook et 
al.; case 12274; potatoes; p. 310. 

American Hominy Co. vs. Director General; 
case 12792; oats; p. 696. 

American Lumber & Export Co. vs. Direc- 
tor General and L. & N.; case 13512; lum- 
ber; p. 1409. 

American Mfg. Co. vs. Director General; 
case 12909; carload shipments; p. 764. 

American Radiator Co. vs. Director General; 
case 13059; foundry sand; p. 1040. 

American Shipbuilding Co. et al. vs. Direc- 
tor General, B. & O., et al.; case 12479; 
also Sub-No. 1, Frank A. Scott and J. O. 
Eaton, receivers for the Standard Parts 
Co. vs. Director General et al.; iron and 
steel articles; p a 

American Trading Co. vs. Director General; 
coer 13012; kangaroo and rabbit skins; p. 


American Woolen Co. vs. Director General 
a Seaton & Maine; case 13023; fuel oil; 
p 

Anaconda Copper Mining Co. vs. Director 
General, D. & R. G., et al.; case 13124; 
coke; p. 1147. 

Anaconda Copper Refining Co. et al. vs. Ann 
Arbor, Director General, et al.; case 10526; 
also 10581, American Smelting & Refining 
a et al. vs. same; smelter products; p. 

Andrews Bros. et al. vs. Akron, Canton & 
a et al.; case 13226; potatoes; p. 


Arizona Packing Co. vs. Arizona Eastern et 
al.; case 12975; cattle and hogs; p. 1269. 
Armour & Co. vs. Director General; case 

13368; tin cans; p. 1345. 

Arizona Packing Co. vs. Arizona Eastern et 
al.; case 12976; live stock; p. 

Arizona Packing Co. vs. Director General, 
Arizona Eastern; case 12539; switching 
charges; p. 190. 

Armour & Co. vs. Director General; case 
13041; canned salmon; p. 

Armour & Co. vs. Director General; case 
13105; condensed milk; p. 1039. 

Armour & Co. vs. C. B. & Q., Director Gen- 
eral et al.; case 12305; sheep pelts; p. 641. 

Armour & Co. vs. Director General, A. G. S. 
et al.; case 12400; also Sub. No. 1, J. Hun- 
gerford Smith Grape Juice Co. vs. same; 
12600, Welch Grape Juice Co. vs. A. C. L. 
et al.; 12483, J. Hungerford Smith Grape 
Juice Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; grape 
juice; p. 125. 

Arthur, E. W., vs. Director General; case 
13114; dried beans; p. 1148. 

Atchison Board of Trade et al. vs. Atchison, 
T. & S. F. et al.; case 13033; wheat; p. 753. 

Atlas Portland Cement Co. vs. Director Gen- 
eral; case 12871; cement; p. 1270 

Atwood-Crawford Co., Inc., vs. Maine Cen- 
tral et al.; case 13408; mill waste; p. 1040. 

Ballard & Ballard Co., Inc., vs. Director Gen- 
eral; case 13161; grain; p. 534. 

Ballou Brick Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 12708; brick, etc.; p. 581. 

Barber Asphalt Paving Co. vs. Lehigh Val- 
ley; case 12672; demurrage; p. 73. 

Barnsdall Refining Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. 
F. et al.; case 13053; sulphuric acid; p. 753. 

es Chamber of Commerce vs. B. S. 

& W. et al.; case 12746; rice; p. 1409. 

Besumont Chamber of Commerce vs. B. S. 
L. W.. Director General, et al.; case 
1is98: rough rice; p. 695. 

Beaumont Chamber of Commerce vs. Direc- 
tor General, Beaumont Wharf and Termi- 
nal Co., et al.; case 12100; switching 
charges; p. 72. 

Beaumont Chamber of Commerce vs. Direc- 
tor General, Louisiana Western, et al.; 
case 12523; coke; p. 309. 

Bell & Zoller Co. et al. vs. B. & O. S. W. 
et al.; case 12363: also 12399, Vigo Mining 
Co. et al. vs. P. > Cc. & St. L. et al.; coal 
car distribution; 126. 

Bernard, Phillip., &o. vs. Director General, 
Cc. & N. W., et al.; case 12380; watering 
fountains; p. 535. 

a ee Alloys Co. vs. Director General, C. 

we St. C., et al.; case 12758; lime rock; 
p. 

Bilrowe-Alloys Co. vs. Northern Pacific; case 
12931; ferro manganese; p. 15. 

Birmingham Commission Co. vs. Director 
General; case 13312; hay; p. 990. 











Bloom, J. F., & Co. vs. Director General, 
M. & W. R., et al.; case 12556; monu- 
ments; p. 931. 

Borden AE Co. vs. Director General; case 
13018; evaporated milk; p. 584. 

Boston Wool Trade Assn. vs. Arizona & 
oo" Mexico et al.; case 13272; wool; p. 

Boston Wool Trade Association vs. Director 
—e case 13318; wool and mohair; p. 

Boston Woven Hose & Rubber Co. vs. N. 
Y. N. H. & H., Director General, et al.; 
case 12990; rubber shoddy; p. 471. 

Bradford Rig & Reel Co. vs. Director Gen- 
eral; case 12228; rig iron outfits; p. 1095. 

Brooks-Scanlon Lumber Co. ¢t 2}. vs. Direc- 
tor General, Ann Arbor, et al.; case 12246; 
lumber; p. 1039. 

Buckeye Cotton Oil Co. vs. Director Gen- 


eral, - O. L., et al.; case 12785; cotton- 
seed; p. 190. 


Bunker Coal, in the matter of rates on; case 
13421; p. 1269. 

Cado Police Jury, Parish of, Louisiana, vs. 
Ha L. S. W. et al.; case 12005; gravel; p 


California and Hawaiian Sugar Refining 
Corp. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 
12807; sugar; p. 989. 

California Cotton Mills Co. vs. Southern et 
otis case 13056; twine and sweepings; p. 

California Grain Co. vs. Director General; 
case 12802; rice; p. 1039. 

Canby Milling Co. vs. C. St. P. M & O,, 
~~ General, et al.; case 12344; wheat: 
p. q 

Carnation Milk Products Co. vs. Director 
General, A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 12507; 
paper labels; p. 584. 

Carnation Milk Products Co. vs. Director 
General, C. M. & St. P.; case 12956; fuel 
wood; p. 191. 

Case, M. E., Coal Co. et al. vs. C. B. & Q. 
et al.; case 13991; coal; p. 931. 

Cayuga Operating Co., Inec., vs. Director 
General; case 13036; cement; p. 1269. 

Cement rates from Sugar Creek, Mo., to 
ae City, Mo.; case 12911; cement; p. 


Communal Mill Co. vs. Director General 
and O.-W. R. R. & N. Go.; case 13399; pan- 
cake flour; p. 1408. 

Cement rates, Western; case 8182; also 11829, 
Nebraska rates, fares and charges; ce- 
ment; p. 


. 534. 
Central Wis. Supply Co. vs. C. C. C. & St. 


L. et al.; case 12787; fir shingles; p. bse, 

Chapin-Sacks Corp. vs. A. C. L.; case 12707; 
milk; p. 990. 

Chestnutt Lumber Co. vs. Director General; 
case 12921; lumber; p. 

Chevrolet Motor Co. of Cal. vs. Director 
General, C. R. I. & P. et al.; case 13129; 
gear frames; p. 1147. 

Chevrolet Motor Co. of Cal. vs. Michigan 
Central, Director General, et al.; case 
12501; iron wrenches; p. 754. 

Chevrolet Motor Co. of New York vs. Direc- 
tor General, Grand Trunk Western, et al.; 
case 12500; tire carriers; p. 581. 

Chevrolet Motor Co. of N. Y. vs. Director 
General, Grand Trunk Western et al.; case 
12973; tire earriers; p. 10 

Chicago, Lake Shore & South Bend vs. Illi- 
nois Central; case 138415 coal; p. 1147. 

Chiris, Antoine, Co. vs. Director General; 
So. -—"* et al., case 13031; camphor oil; 
Dp. 

cnn N., & Sons vs. Director General; case 
13156; sewer pipe, etc.; p. 584. 

Clay, F. B., Grain Co. et al. vs. A. T. & 
S. F., Director General, et al.; case 12639; 
export grain; p. 1094. 

Clear Cedar Shingle Co. vs. Director Gen- 
eral, O.-W. R. R. & N. Co.; case 13062; 
saw logs; Dp. 73. 

Cleveland Builders’ Supply & Brick Co. vs. 
Pennsylvania; case 13163; cement; p. 1346. 

Colorado Culvert & Flume Co. vs. Santa Fe 
et al.; case 13420; culvert pipe; p. 1344. 


Compani de Real del Monte y Pachuca vs. 
Director General; case 13191; sodium cya- 
nide; p. 876. 


Compagnie Auxiliare de Chemins de Fer 
Brazil vs. D. L. & W., Director General, 
et al.; case 12876; iron ‘work; p. 754. 

Consolidated press association vs. Western 
Union; case 12159; press message; p. 71. 

Continental Gin Co. vs. Director General; 
case 12974; also 13076, Lummus Cotton Co. 
vs. same; cotton packers; p. 930. 

Corotto, John R., vs. Director General; case 
12927; returned wooden boxes; p. 

Cramp, Wm., & Sons Ship and Engine Build- 
ing Co. vs. 5 Sn General; case 12994; 
coal; p. 583. 

Cramp, Wm., & Sons Ship & Engine Co. vs. 
pt ed General; case 13311; structural 
stee 

Crsuaben Gas Co. et al. vs. Gt. Northern; 
case 13106; coke; p. 990. 

Daisy Mfg. Co. vs. Alabama & Vicksburg et 
al.; case 12739; air guns; p. 754. 

Davison & Namack Foundry Co. vs. Penn- 
sylvania, Director General, et al.; case 
12480; gravel and sand; p. 1409. 

Dayton Malleable Iron Co. vs. Kanawha & 
Michigan et al.; case 12846; coal; p. 814. 
Democrat Printing Co. et al. vs. Ahnapee & 
Western, Director General, et al.; case 

12286; paper; p. 754 
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Detroit, City of, vs. C. 
13047; coal; p. 535. 

Detroit Coal Exchange vs. Director General; 
case 12867; coal; p. 584. 

Devereux Co., W. P., vs. Director General: 
case 12943; hay; p. 15. 

Devereaux, W. P., Co. vs. Director General; 
case 13022; hay and feed; p. 136. 

Dey Manufacturing Co. vs. Philadelphia & 
Reading et all.; case 13276; p. 1096. 

Diamond Match Co. vs. Director General: 
case 12942; muriate of potash; p. 696. 

Diets, O. N., Lumber Co. et al. vs. Director 
General, Colorado & Southern, et al.; case 
12289; coal; p. ’ 

Donner Steel Co., Inc., vs. Director General: 
case 13113; manganese ore; p. 1039. 

Dupont De Nemours, E. I. & Co. vs. Direc- 
tor General, Pennsylvania, et al.;: case 
12436; benzol; p. 584. 

Dyer Packing Co. vs. B. & O., Director Gen- 
eral, et al.; case 12385; coal, p. 641. 

Eagle Cotton Oil Co. vs. A. G. S.; case 12730: 
velvet bean meal; p. 583. 

East Bay Water Co. vs. Director General: 
case 12896; also 12966, same vs. same; fuel 
oil; p. 1095. 

Kast Coast Potato Distributors vs. N. Y. P. 
& N. et al.; case 13006; potatoes and cab- 
bage; p. 640. 

Electric Point Mining Co. vs. Director Gen- 
eral; case 12768; lead ore; p. 1271. 

Elk Tanning Co. vs. Erie et al.; case 12838; 
leather; p. 754. 

Erie Corp. vs. I. & G. N. et al.; case 13212: 
sisal; p. 990. 

Eshelman, John W., & Sons et al. vs. Ar- 
kansas Central et al.; case 12996; feed ma- 
terials; p. 931. 

Fageol Motors Co. vs. Director General, C: 
M. & St. P., et al.; case 12410; p. 753. 
Fairbanks, Morse & Co. vs. Director Gen- 

eral; case 12727; sand; p. 1345. 

Farley & Loetscher Mfg. Co. et al. vs. Di- 
rector General, A. T. & S. F., et al.:; case 
11824; millwork; p. 1040. 

Farmers’ Mfg. Co. et al. vs. Seaboard Air 
Line and Director General; case 12771; gum 
logs; p. 15. 

Firestone Tire & Rubber Co. vs. Director 
General; case 12797; crude rubber; p. 930. 

Firestone Tire & Rubber Co. vs. Pennsylva- 
nia; case 13122; channels; p. 813. 

Florida Railroad Commissioners; case 10892; 
refrigeration charges; p. 1345. 

Foerderer, Robert H., Inc., vs. Pennsylva- 
nia; case 12858; dried goat skins; p. 191. 
Forbes Timber Co., Inc., vs. Director Gen- 
eral and N. P.; case 12376; logs; p. 1270. 
Fort Worth Cotton Oil Mill et xi. vs. Director 
General, Jonesboro, L. C. and Eastern, et 

al.; case 12504; cottonseed; p. 1344. 

Foster, S. A., Lumber Co. vs. Valley & Si- 
letz; case 12962; lumber; p. 696. 

Fuller, W. P., & Co., Inc., vs. S. P.; case 
13352; fuel oil; p. 1346. 

Gardner Shipping Co. vs. Pennsylvania; case 
13052; steel angles; p. 876. 

Garrow, H. W., & Co. vs. Director General; 
case 12409; cotton; p. 73. 

General Motors Corp. vs. Director General; 
case 12186; gravel; p. 1040. 

General Petroleum Corp. vs, Director Gen- 
eral; case 12916; iron pipe; p. 753. 

Gila Water Co. et al. vs. Arizona Eastern 
et al.; case 13260; cement; p. 931. 

Glacifer Co. vs. American Railway Express 
i case 11948; ice cream containers; p. 


& O. et al.; case 


Glencoe Lime & Cement Co. et al. vs. Akron, 
Canton & Youngstown et al.; case 12940: 
lime; p. 326. 

Globe Cotton Oil Mills vs. Director General: 
case 12811; sesame seed; p. 309. 

Globe Elevator Co. vs. Director General, D. 
L. & W., et al.; case 10287; switching 
charges; p. 1408. 

Gorewitz, Max, vs, Pennsylvania et al.: case 
13460; scrap leather; p. 1409. 

Goss, Michael S., et al. vs. Director-General, 
Lehigh Valley et al.; case 12656; also 12610. 
A. H. Traphazen et al. vs. Lehigh Valley; 

Grain ‘Beit Milt Cc 
irain Belt Mills Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 
13094; black strap; p. 1147. . 

Grand Island, Neb., Chamber of Commerce 
et al. vs. A. & R. et al.; case 12709; class 
rates; p. 1343. 

Grand Rapids Plaster Co. vs. Lake Shore & 
“| ae et al.; case 5626; plaster; 
Pp. izZlo. 

Green Cananea Copper Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. 
et al.; case 13384; rates to Mexico; p. 1095. 

Green Cananea Copper Co. vs. Director-Gen- 
~~ T. & S. F. et al.; case 13145; coke; 
p. . 

Gulf Production Co. vs. Director-General, 
— Valley et al.; case 12147; iron pipe; 
p. 814. 

Gulf Refining Co. of La. vs. Director-General, 
Pennsylvania et al.; case 12549; steel plates 
and tank material; p. 71. 

Gulf Ref. Co. of La. in behalf of Union Pe- 
troleum Co. of Phila. vs. St. L.-S. F.; case 
12143; gasoline; p. 930. 

Haley-Neeley Co. vs. American Railway Ex- 
press Co. and Director-General; case 12378; 
strawberries: p. 310. 

Hammond, C. H., et al. vs. Midland Conti- 
nental; case 12967; wheat and flax; p. 581. 

Hanford Produce Co. vs. Director General 
and Am. Ry. Ex. Co.; case 12402; express 
rates; p. 1095. 


Harding Cream Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 12717; buttermilk; p. 1408. 

Hardy, T. Walter, vs. Director General and 
Mo. Pac.; case 13108; salt; p. 1409. 

Haslacher, A. B., and F. G. E. Lange, doing 
business as the California Grain Co. vs. 
Director General; case 12802; rice; p. 1039. 

Heinz Co., H. J., vs. Director General and 
Pennsylvania; case 12481; tomatoes; p. 582. 

Henderson Lumber Co. vs. Director General; 
case 13363; mine ties; p. 1148. 

Hercules Powder Co. vs. N. Y. C., Director 
oa et al.; case 13333; sulphuric acid; 
p. ‘ 

Hewitt-Wilcox Coal Co. et al. vs. Director- 
General; case 12634; coal; p. 136. 

Hidalgo Steel Co. vs. Pennsylvania; case 
13039; steel plate; p. 931. 

Hocking Valley Brick Co. vs. Director Gen- 
— Beene Valley; case 12816; shale; 
p. 876. 

Holly Ridge Lumber Co. vs. Director Gener- 
al and Missouri Pacific; case 11063; switch- 
ing charges; p. 191. 

Holmes, R. J., vs. Director General; case 
12997; apples; p. 873. 

Homer Furnace Co. vs. Director General; 
case 12455; pig iron; p. 1345. 

Homestead Valve Mfg. Co. vs. Director Gen- 
we, P. & L. E. et al.; case 12607; valves; 
p. 74. 

Hood Coal Co. et al. vs. Monongahela Valley 
Traction Co. et al.; case 12712; p. 310. 

Hood Pottery Clay Products Co. et al. vs. 
Director General; case 12934; coal; ~. 697. 

Hudson Mule Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
case 12233; horses and mules; p. 310. 

Humphrey Brick & Tile Co. vs. Director 
General, Pennsylvania et al.; case 13340; 
building blocks; p. 1271. , 

Hydraulic Press Brick Co. et al. vs, Direc- 
tor General; case 12307; brick; p. 584. 

Hyman-Michaels Co. et al. vs. Director 
General; case 13054; steel rails; p. 1039. 

Indiahoma Refining Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et 
al.; case 12870; iron pipe, etc.; p. 310. 

Indiana Board & Filler Co. vs. Director 
General, Baltimore & Ohio et al.; case 
12553; coal; p. 71. - 

Ingram Day Lumber Co. vs. G. & S. I. et al.; 
case 13193; lumber; p. 1345. ¥ 

Inland Crystal Salt Co. vs. B. A. & P., Direc- 
tor General et al.; case 12484; salt; e 640. 

International Paper Co. Inc., vs. irector 
Yeneral, N. Y. C. et al.; case 13338; pulp- 
wood: p. 1408. : 

International Paper Co. vs. Maine Central et 
al.; ease 13218; sylphite pulp; p. 932. | 

International Steel Corp. vs. Pennsylvania, 
case 13048; steel angles; p. 583. 

a gneve Steel = vs. Pennsylvania; case 
13115; steel; p. 1040. 

Interstate Sand & Gravel Co. vs. C. N. 8S. & 
M.; case 12906; sand, gravel, etc.; p. 640. 

Iowa Malleable Iron Co. vs. Director General 
et al.; case 12330; fuel oil; p. 310. 

Isgregg, Jesse E., and Clifford Connerly vs. 
Director —— Cc. & B. I. et al.; case 
12881; coal; p. " 

Jones & Laughlin Steel Co. vs. P. C. C. & St. 
L.: case 13169; fluxing limestone; p. 1346. 
Judson Mfg. Co. vs. Director General, South- 

ern Pacific; page 12968; switching; p. 1147. 

Kansas City Live Stock Exchange vs. Abi- 
lene & Southern et al.; case 13002; live 
stock; p. 1095. 

Kellerman, D., VS. — General; case 
13242; grapes; p. ' 

Kellogg Toasted Corn Flake Co. vs. i 2. & 
S. F. et al.; case 13015; corn; p. 1408. 

Kempner, H.. vs. Director General, Galves- 
ton, Harrisburg & San Antonio; case 12229; 
eotton; p. 1147. : 

King-Ryder Lumber Co. vs. Director Gen- 
eral: case 13096; oyster shells; p. 696. : 

Kissel Motor Car Co. vs. Grand Trunk et al.; 
case 12877; crank shafts: DP. 191. 

Klipstein, A., & Co. vs. Director General, 
Southern Pacific et al.; case 13207; gum co- 
pal: p. 1148. : 

Kneeland-Bigelow Co. et al. vs. Director 
General and Michigan Central; case 12373; 
saw logs; p. 23. ' 

Lake Charies Rice Milling Co. vs. Abilene & 
Northern et al.; case 9922; rough rice; 

. 695. 

Lem Charles Naval Stores Co. vs. K. C. S., 
Director anew et al.; case 12354; tur- 
pentine; p. 754. : : 

Late Erie & Ft. Wayne portion of No. 4181; 
in the matter of allowance to short line 
railroads serving industries; p. 471. ; 

Lakewood Engineering Co. vs. N. Y. C.; case 
12644; railway track; pv. 641. 

Lee, H. D.. Mercantile Co. vs. B. & M. et ah.3 
case 12888: cotton piece goods; n. 72. ; 

Lehigh Lime Co. vs. A. K. & Y. et a. 
ease 13014; lime; p. 813. ; 

Lehigh Silk Dyeing Co. vs. Director Gen- 
eral and Lehigh Valley; case 11777; coal; p. 
753. 

LePrestre Miller Stock Farms, Inc., vs. Direc- 
tor General: case 13442; ashes; p. 1148. 

LePrestre Miller & Co. vs. Erie; case 12861; 
horses and mules; p. 73. 

Lexington Granite Co. vs. Director General; 
case 13196; granite; p. 754. 

Libbey Co.. C. A., vs. Director General. 
Hocking Valley et al.; case 13087; steel 
bars; p. 1041. 

Lincoln, Neb., Chamber of Commerce vs. C. 
B. $ - et al.; case 12790; sand and gravel: 
p. 876. 
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Little Fork Coal Co. vs. Eastern Kentucky 
Ry., Director General et al.; case 13117; 
coal; p. 1095. 

Los Angeles Foundry Co. vs. Director Gen- 
eral, Arizona & New Mexico et al.; case 
10339; grinding balls; p. 72 

Louisiana Bag Corp. vs. Director General et 
al; case 11883; second-hand bags; p. 753. 

Lupton’s, David, Sons Co. vs. Pennsylvania 
oe case 13256; steel window frames; p. 

‘. 

Lupton’s, David, Sons Co. vs. Pennsylvania. 
et al.; case 13377; switching at Philadel- 
phia; p. 1094. 

Lutz, Ignatius L., vs. C. R. I. & P. et al.; 
case 13060; pears; p. 931. 

l:vcoming Motors Corp. vs. East Jordan & 
— et al.; case 13490; pig iron; p. 

Magnolia Provision Co. vs. A. C. L., Director 
General et al.; case 11117; peanut and cot- 
tonseed oil; p. 72. 

Maine Power Sales Co. vs. Director Gener- 
al; case 13240; quartz rock; p. 1408. 

Maine Spinning Co. et al. vs. Maine Central 
et al.; case 12492; woollen yarn; p. 310. 
Manhattan Oil Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.: 
case 12953; wrought iron pipe; p. 1093. ’ 
Manufacturers’ Assn. of Conn., Inc., vs. Di- 
— General; case 12134; soft coal; p. 

95. 

Marion Extract Co., Inc., et al. vs. Director 
General and Marion & Rye Valley; p. 12883; 
tanning extract; p. 1147. 

Marion Machine, Foundry & Supply Co. vs. 
Director General, T. & P. et al.; case 13138; 
bull wheels, ete.; p. 641. 

Mathieson Alkali Works et al. vs. C. C. & 
O. et al.; case 12579; coal; p. 534. 

McFadden, Mark, vs. Director General; case 
13289; hard coal; p. 1095. 

MeKell Coal & Coke Co. et al. vs. C. & O. 
et al.; case 12631; soft coal; p. 1271. 

Memphis Freight Bureau for Abston, Wynne 
& Co. et al. vs. Mo. Pac. et al.; case 12750; 
cotton; p. 1408. 

Memphis Freight Bureau for Barnwell & Co. 
et al. vs. Director General, M. & O. et al.; 
case 13045; cotton compress charge; p. 1344. 

Mengelsdorf Seed Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 
case 12949; sudan seed; p. 1039. _ 

Mid-Continent Equipment & Machinery Co. 
vs. M. & O. et al.; case 12226; steel rails; D. 
1409. 

Milwaukee Western Fuel Co. vs. Director 
General; case 12878; coal; p. 535. 

Minnesota Steel Co. vs. Director General, D- 
M. & N.; case 12339; coal and limestone; P. 
584. 

Minute Tapioca Co. vs. Director General et 
al.: case 12350; tapioca substitutes; DP. 
753. 

Mississippi Valley Iron Co. vs. C. & N. W. et 
al.: case 13288; iron ore; p. 930. 

Mississippi-Warrior Service, United States 
War Dept., Inland Waterways. vs. Abilene 
& Southern et al.; cases 11892 and 11893; 
divisions; p. 309. 

Missouri Valley Assn. of Sand and Gravel 
Producers vs. Ark. Valley Int. Ry. Co. et 
al.; case 12660; demurrage; p. 73. 

Montrose Oil Refining Co. vs. St. L.-S._F. 
et al.: case 11975; crude petroleum; p. 191. 

Moore, Lucas E., Stave Co. vs. A. T. & S. 
F., Director General et al.; case 13192; vats; 

. 931. 

Mowe & Moore, Inc., vs. Director General; 
case 12882; coal; p. 136. . 

Morill-Higgins Co. vs. Director General; case 
13077: furnaces; p. 1096. 

Morris & Co. vs. Director General, M. P. et 
al.; case 12583; hoof meal; p. 136. : 

Mott, J. L.. Co. et al. vs. Pennsylvania et 
al.: case 12904; coal; p. 753. 

Multibestos Co. vs. S. P. et al.; case 12933; 
brake fabric, etc.; p. 72. 

Murray, T. J., vs. Director General, G. N. 
et al.; case 13421; ore; p. 1409 

Mutual Products Trading Co. vs. O.-W. R. R- 
& N. Co.; case 13171; iron and steel; p. 
1407. 


National Association of Sand and_ Gravel 
Producers vs. Pennsylvania et al.; case 
13231; sand and gravel; p. 583 

National Petroleum Association et al. vs. 
Director General, Pennsylvania et al.; case 
12490; petroleum products; p. 1271. 

National Retail Coal Merchants’ Association 
vs. B. & O. et al.; case 13383; coal and 
coke; p. 1147. 

National Preserves and Fruit Products Assn. 
vs. Abilene & Southern et al.; case 12779; 
refrigeration charges; p. 695. 

Nebraska Bridge Supply & Lumber Co. vs. 
“gs General; case 12308; cedar posts: 
p. 310. 

Nerkley Jones, Mrs. F. F., vs. Long Island 
R. R. Co.; case 12547; jewelry; v. 989. 

New York Dock Railway vs. B. & O. et al.: 
case 13010; divisions; p. 1095. 

Nivision-Weiskopf vs. Director General; case 
13020: glass bottle fittings; p. 931. 

North Manchester Foundry Co. vs. C. C. C. 
& St. L.; case 12776; sand; p. 696. 

Northwestern Marble & Tile Co. vs. Direc- 
tor General, New Haven et al.; case 13182; 
marble blocks; p. 990. 

Northwestern Traffic and Service Bureau, 
Ine., vs. C. T. H. & S. E. et al.; case 13167: 
coke; p. 930. 

Northwestern Traffic Service Bureau, Inc., 
vs. C. & N. W.; case 13168; coal; p. 990. 
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Northwestern Traffic & Service Bureau, Inc., 
vs. Missouri Pacific et al.; case 13164; 
coal; p. 930. 

Norton Lumber Co. et al. vs. C. M. & St. P.; 
case 13008; log car supply; p. 252. 

Ogden Packing & Provision Co. vs. Director 
General, D. & R. G. et al.; case 12357; 
meat; p. 71. 

Oklahoma Iron Works et al. vs. A. C. & Y. 
et al.; case 12365; steel billets; p. 582. 

Oklahoma Natl. Live Stock Exchange et al. 
vs. Abilene & Southern, Director General 
et al.; case 12460; mixed cars of live stock; 


p. 71. 

Omaha Lumber & Coal Co. et al. vs. Direc- 
tor General; case 12298; coal; p. 641. 

Orange Rice Milling Co. vs. Director Gen- 
eral, Louisiana Western et al.; case 11220; 
also 11464, Beaumont Chamber of Com- 
merce vs. same; rough rice; p. 813. d 

Orat Engineering & Machine Co. vs. Mobile 
& Ohio et al.; case 13214; coke; p. 641. 

O-So-Ezy Prod. Co. et al. vs Director Gen- 
eral, Ann Arbor et al.; case 12597; polish 
and mops; p. 1270. 

O-So-Ezy Prod. Co. et al. vs. Director Gen- 
eral, Abilene & Southern, et al.; case 12624; 
polish and mops; p. 1270. 

Pacific Grain Co. vs. Director General and 

. R. R. & N. Co.; case 13294; free 
time on exports; p. 930. 

Palmer, S. G., Co. vs. Director General, N. 

Y. C., et al.; case 13119; p. 876. 


Parkersburg Rig & Reel Co. vs. B. O. S. W. 
A ease 13323; drilling machines; p. 

Parkersburg Rig & Reel Co. vs. Director 
General, A. T. & S. F., et al.; case 12437; 
tank material; p. 1407. 

Parkersburg Rig & Reel Co vs. Missouri, 
Kansas & Texas et al.; case 12138; wooden 
tank parts and fittings; p. 73. 


Parkersburg Rig & Reel Co. vs. M. K. & T. 
of Texas; case 13326; tanks; p. 1346. 


Paxton & Gallagher Co. et al. vs. Director 
General, C. B. Q., et al.; case 12686; 
bicarbonate of soda; p. 1345. 

Perry County Coal Corp. et al. vs. E. St. 
=—" Suburban et al.; case 12711; coal; p: 


Phillips, F. R., & Sons Co. vs. B. & A.; 
case 13185; steel billets; p. 931. 


Pioneer Lumber Co. et al. vs. Director Gen- 
eral, Northern Pacific, et al.; case 13923; 
lumber;: p. 71. 


Pittsburgh Steel Co. vs. Director General, 
Pennsylvania, et al.; case 13065; billets; 


p. 73. 

Port Arthur Chamber of Commerce and 
Shipping vs. Texarkana and Ft. Smith et 
al.; case 11889; switching; p. 15. 

Premier Coal Co. vs. Director General and 
Union Pac.; case 13253; water; p. 931. 
Procter & Gamble Co. vs. Director General, 
A. & W. P., et al.; case 134388; cotton- 

seed oil; case 13438; p. 1271. 

Producers’ Refining Co. vs. G. C. & S. F,, 
Director General, et al.; case 11354; gaso- 
line; p. 754. 

Puget Sound & Cascade Railway Co. vs. 
Director General, Great Northern, et al.; 
ease 10946; lumber divisions; p. 989. 

Pure Oil Co. vs. Director General; case 
12272; motor benzol; p. 310. 

Quaker Oats Co. vs. Director General, Cana- 
dian National, et al.; case 12978; oatmeal; 


. 1039. 

Rex Metal Works vs. Director General, N. 
P., et al.; case 13386; scrap lead; p. 1270. 
Rocbond Co. vs. L. & N., Director General, 
et al.; case 12971; crushed stone; p. 641. 
Roebling’s, John A., Sons Co. vs. Western 
Md. et al.; case 12951; also Sub. No. 1, 
—_ vs. P. & R. et al.; fluxing limestone; 

p. 584. 

Roxana Petroleum Corp. vs. Director General 
et al.; case 12722; petroleum; p. 310. 

Roxana Petroleum Corp. vs. Director Gen- 
eral et al.; case 12806; fuel oil; p. 509. 

St. Clair Brick Co. vs. Director General; 
Grand Trunk Western et al.; case 13252; 
brick; p. 1040. 

Salkeld Coal Co. vs. Pennsylvania; case 
13219; coal; p. 814. 

Salt Lake Chemical Co. vs. Director General 
and C. & E. I.; case 13146; magnesium 
chloride; p. 1040. 

San Francisco Wholesale Dairy Produce As-~ 
sociation vs. Am. Ry. Ex. Co.; case 12912; 
dairy products; p. 1269. 

San Luis Valley Federation Chamber of 
Commerce and Romeo Stores Co. vs. Di- 
rector General, Denver & Rio Grande 
Western, et al.; case 13267; comrnodities; 
p. 1096. 

Schlieper, Norman H., vs. So. Pac. et al.; 
case 12985; stoneware; p. 950. 

Schuette, William, Co. vs. Director General, 
Seaboard Air Line, et al.; case 13468; lum- 
ber; p. 1271. 

Schulz, J. L., & Co., Inc., vs. Director Gen- 
eral, Lehigh Valley, et al.; case 13245; 
coal; p. 471. 

Semet-Solvay Co. vs. Director General; case 
13137; coal tar; p. 1040. 

Seneca Fiber Products Co. vs. Director Gen- 
eral; case 13249; paper boxboard; p. 583. 
Silica Sand Producers Traffic Assn. vs. C. 
B. & Q., Director General, et al.; case 

12465; sand; p. 190. 











Simmons, T. W., & Co. vs. Director Gen- 
eral; case 11767; potato starch; p. 1147. 
Skinner Mfg. Co. vs. Director General, C. 
B. & Q., et al.; case 12494; macaroni; p. 

126. 


Sligo Furnace Co. vs. C. & N. W. et al.; 
case 12919; iron ore; p. 932. : 

Sloss-Sheffield Steel & Iron Co. vs. Director 
General; case 13092; coal; p. 471. 

Smith, F. S., & Son vs. Director General, 
B.S. L & W., et al.; case 12493; istle; p. 
695. 

Somers, Henry W., vs. N. Y. O. & W. et al.; 
case 13024; coal; p. 814. 

South Dakota, Board of Railroad Commis- 
sioners of, vs. Ahnapee & Western et al.; 
case 12026; class rates; p. 1039. 

Southern Manganese Corp. vs. Director Gen- 
eral; case 13101; slag; p. 640. 


Southern Ohio Power Co. vs. Director Gen- 
oe ae Hocking Valley; case 12803; coal; 
Dp. 5 

Southern Pine Assn. et al. vs. Director Gen- 
eral, A. G. S., et al.; case 12570; export 
lumber; p. 126. 

Spalding, C. K., Logging Co. vs. Director 
General, Southern Pacific, et al.; case 
13121; fir piling; p. 696 

Spencer Kellog & Sons, Inc., vs. D. L. & W. 
et al.; case 13229; flaxseed; p. 1408. 

Spencer Kellogg & Sons, Inc., vs. Director 
General; case 13282; copra; p. 1409. 

Spencer Kellogg & Sons, Inc., vs. Director 
General, N. Y. C., et al.; case 13335; pea- 
nut and soya bean oil; p. 1409. 

Spinnler & Co. vs. Director General, G. H. 
& S. A., et al.; case 12574; cotton; p. 73. 
Standard Brick Co. vs. G. F. & A. et al.; 
case 13187; also Sub. No. 1, Oconee Brick 
& Tile Co. vs. Central of Georgia et al.; 

building blocks; p. 1148. 

Standard Export Lumber Co. vs. Alabama & 

— et al.; case 13502; lumber; p. 


1345. 

Standard Oil Co. vs. Director General, Ak- 
ron, Canton & Youngstown, et al.; case 
13086; gasoline; p. 310. 

Standard Oil Co. (California) vs. Amador 
Traction Co. et al.; case 12890; pet. and 
pet. products; p. 309. 

Standard Oil Co. (New Jersey) et al. vs. 
Director General; case 12813; crude petro- 
leum oil; p. 126. 

Standard Paint Co. et al. vs. A. & V., Di- 
recat General, et al.; case 11203; roofing; 
p. . 


Standard Underground Cable Co. vs, Lehigh 
Valley; case 12756; demurrage; p. 15. 

Starbeck, F’.. L., vs. Director General, C. B. 
& Q. et al.; case 12273; coal; p. 191. 

Steel & Tube Co. of America vs. Director 
General, C. & N. W., et al.; case 13203; 
mine props; p. 1345. 

Stone-Fisher Co. vs. Director General and 
Cc. M. & St. P.; case 13344; two-for-one 
rule; p. 1269. 

Strawberries; transportation by express in 
carload lots; case 12893; also 12981, Rail- 
road Commissioners of Fla. vs. Am. Ry. 
Ex. Co.; strawberries; p. 931. 

Sugg, J. D., and B. F. Johnson, vs. C. R. I 
& P. et al.; case 12315; stock cattle; p. 641 

Sunderland Brothers Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et 
al.; case 12738; brick; p. 1096. 

Swift & Co. vs. Director General, S. P., et 
al.; case 11012; frozen meat; p. 1407. 

Tampa Gas Co. vs. Interstate R. R. et al.; 
case 12769; coke; p. 15. 

Terre Haute, Indianapolis & Eastern Trac- 
tion Co. et al. vs. Director General; case 
12908; switching charges; p. 1040. 

Texas, state highway department, vs. Di- 
rector General, C. & N. W., et al.; case 
12954; motor chassis; p. 1039. 

Texas, state highway department, vs. Di- 
rector General, C. & N. W., et al.; case 
12998; automobiles; p. 583. 

Texas Steel Co. vs. Director General, C. R. 
I. & P., et al.; case 12412; coke; p. 191. 

Tide Water Oil Co. vs. Director General, C. 
R. R. of N. J., et al.; case 10704; switch- 
ing; p. 534. 

Todd Dry Dock & Construction Corp., suc- 
cessor to Seattle Construction & Dry Dock 
Co., vs. C. M. & St. P. et al.; case 13225; 
Steel plates; p. 990. 

Transcontinental cases of 1922; fourth sec- 
tion applications 345. 349, 11940, 11957, 
11985, 12012, 12017, 12018, 12063, 12094, 
12118; p. 873. 

Tuffli Brothers’ Pig Iron & Coke Co. vs. 
Director General; case 13165; coke; p. 1148. 

Turner Supply Co. vs. Director General; 
case 13125; sawmill machinery; p. 640. 

Union Cypress Co. vs. F. E. C., Director 
General, et al.; case 11132; lumber; p. 1408. 

Union Sulphur Co. vs. Ahnapee & Western 
et al.; case 12773; crude sulphur; p. 190. 

United Iron Works Co. vs. Director General, 
A. T. & S. F., et al.; case 10771; iron pipe 
fittings; p. 252. 

United States of America vs. Director Gen- 
eral, B. & O., et al.; case 12497; class 
rates; p. 1094. 

United States Nickel Co. vs. Director Gen- 
eral and Raritan River Railroad Co.; case 
12885; nickel matte; p. 1041. 

Valle & Siletz Railroad Co. vs. So. Pac.; case 
13118; per diem; p. 932. 

Vim Motor Truck Co. vs. Director General; 
ease 13179; auto. trucks; p. 931 
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Warner, W. H., & Co. vs. Director General, 
P. & L. E.; case 12928; coal; p. 73. 

Warren Oil Co. of Pennsylvania, H. A. Lo- 
gan, receiver, vs. Director General; case 
13209; crude petroleum; p. 471. 

Wayne Coal Co. vs. Director General, Pitts- 
burgh & W. Va.; case 12529; also Sub. No. 
ee vs. P. & W. Va.; car service; p. 


Webb-Sumner Oil Mill vs. Director General, 
Cc. R. I. & P., et al.; case 13037; cotton- 
seed; p. 931. 

Weirton Steel Co. vs. Monongahela et al.; 
case 13005; coke; p. 471. 

West Coast Lumberman’s Association et al. 
vs. Director General, S. P., et al.; case 
13199; box shooks; p. 1344. 

Western Cartridge Co. vs. Director General, 
Big Four, et al.; case 13195; brass; p. 931. 

West Virginia Pulp & Paper Co. vs. Direc- 
tor General; case 13188; sulphate of alu- 
mina; p. 1096. 

White Pine Assn, of the Tonawandas et al. 

vs. Director General, N. Y. C., et al.; case 
12459; lumber; p. 1093. 

Wichita Board of Commerce et al. vs. A. T. 
& et al.; case 12326; non-alcoholic 
cereal beverages; p. 310. 

Wichita Board of Commerce vs. A. T. & S. 
F. A al.; case 13182; cotton piece goods; 
p. ; 

Wichita Motors Co. vs. Alabama & Vicks- 
—P et al.; case 13026; motor trucks; p. 


Wilckes, Martin & Wilckes Co. vs. Director 
General, B. & O., et al.; case 12871; phos- 
phate of lime; p. 73. 

Willamette Iron and Steel Works, et al. vs. 
Director General, B. & O., et al.; case 
12428; steel plates; p. 72. 


Willamette Valley Lumbermen’s Associa- 
tion et al. vs. Southern Pacific et al; case 
12914; lumber and forest products; p. 310. 

Williamson Halsell Frazier Co. vs. Director 
General; case 12377; canned fruit; p. 1040. 


Wilson & Co., Inc., vs. Director General; 
case 13200; sugar; p. 931. 


Wilson & Co., Inc., of Okla. et al. vs. Direc- 
tor General et al.; case 12068; also No. 
12067, Same vs. Director General, as 
agent, Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe; No. 
12127, Swift & Company vs. St. Louis & 
San Francisco; Director General, as agent, 
et al.; No. 12271, Morton Gregson Com- 
pany et al. vs. Director General, as agent, 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe, et al.; No. 
12175, Morris & Company vs. Director 
General, as agent, Atchison, Topeka & 
Santa Fe, et al.; No. 12193, Armour & 
Company vs. Missouri, Kansas & Texas, 
Director General, as agent, et al.; No. 
12284, Wilson & Company, Incorporated, of 
Oklahoma, et al. vs. Director General, as 
agent, Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific, et 
al.; No. 12301, Albert Lea Packing Com- 
pany, Incorporated, et al. vs. Director 
General, as agent; No. 12398, Armour & 
Company, et al. vs. Atchison, Topeka & 
Santa Fe, Director General, as agent, et 
al.; No. 12515, Swift & Company vs. Kan- 
sas City Terminal. Director Generali, as 
agent, et al.; and No. 12646, Same vs. 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe, et al.; 
meats, packing house products and live 
hogs; p. 1270. 


Wilson & Co., Inc., of Oklahoma, vs. Direc- 
tor General; case 13178; meat; p. 990. 


Wilson & Co., Inc., vs. Director General; 
case 13201; salted meats; p. 1040. 


Wisconsin Dairy Prod. Co. vs. Director Gen- 
eral; case 13148; milk; p. 1345. 

Wisconsin Traffic Assn. vs. A. C. & H. B. 
et al.; case 12986; paper; p. 931. 

Wyoming Sugar Co. vs. Cc. B. & 3 e 
13021; molasses; p. 73. 7 

Zelnicker, Walter A., Supply Co. vs. Illinois 
Central, Director General, et al.; case 
12594; locomotive; p. 990. 


Zorn, S., Co. vs. Director General; ca 
13234; oats; p. 640. a 


Thefts from freight and express cars; p. 564. 
— Lloyd P.; good railroad service; p. 


Thorne, Clifford; asks more regulation; p. 499; 
candidacy for Senate; pp. 848, 861, 864. 

Time zone, standard, investigation; p. 1180. 

Traffic; movement of, etc.; pp. 164, 659, 702. 

Traffic clubs; list of; p. 1442. 

Traffic department; value of; p. 1280. 

Traffic lessons; course by Grover G. Huebner, 
Ph.D.; pp. 17, 137, 278, 382, 487, 595, 707, 827, 

mn pe, . 1285, 1429. 
rain Control devices, power brakes, etc.; pp. 
98, 402, 491, 528, 661, 676, 700, 815, 1380. a 

Transcontinental Freight Bureau _ investiga- 
tion; pp. 292, 352, 1410. 

Transcontinental rates; pp. 705, 873; argu- 
ments on; p. 1225. (See Southern Pacific re- 
ductions.) 

Transportation Institute; proposal to estab- 
lish; pp. 1266, 1337, 1444. 

Transportation tax; pp. 417, 720, 1248. 

Trans-shipping rates; p. 1010. 

Traubel, W. S.; good railroad service; p. 88. 

Travis, C. J.; good railroad service; p. 151. 

Trucks, motor; pp. 120, 148. 

Van Dusen, Dana; stock yards company ini- 
itial carrier; p. 1167. 
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Valuation legislation, reports, etc.; pp. 74, 191, | Wage statistics; pp. 122, 323, 591, 784, 966, | Warehouse practices; standardization of; p. 
sty Shr G18: ot, Ane, Mibe tiediataa2te | yl, Me ne 
1 Wages and working rules: Waterways; use and development of; pp. 63, 
1337. Ge BG FI 63S, TOO SRE, G0 OER ise, | 86, 705, 989, 1112, 1378. (See St. Lawrence 
he + a rates on, etc.; see fruits and vege- 1273, 1365, 1411, 1446. See also Labor Board. weet + ; 
ables i illiams, E. L.; express company service; : 
Virginia cities rates; tariffs ag Hy 162. | Wages of I. C. C. employes; pp. 138, 272, 304. 150, 722. ’ rr vad 
Wage poarns before Railroad Labor Board: Wages of ship employes; pp. 85, 210. Williams, H. C., payment of claims by rail- 
pp. 541, 591, 647, 699, 755, a5, 885, 960, 996, | Wallace, Henry C., address before Philadel- road administration; p. 953. 
1096; decision as to maintenance and shop phia Traffic Club; p. 66; before Academy of | Williams, J. L.; demurrage on private tank 
laborers; p. 1217; shop crafts; p. 1213; clerks Political Science, New York; p. 984. cars; pp. 492, 766. 
and miscellaneous classes pp. 1365, 1411. Wall board; rates on, etc.; p. 649. Wilson, G. T.; simplification of tariffs; p. 1004. 


STATISTICS! STATISTICS! 


VERY ESSENTIAL EVIDENCE IN TESTING 
THE ‘“‘REASONABLENESS”’ OF RATES ! 


Yet in a great many unsuccessful cases, we hear the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion utter, to someone, such ominous words as: 


“The Rates Complained Of Are Not Shown To Be Un- 
reasonable,”’ or ‘‘Defendants Have Failed to Justify,”’ etc. 


thus sounding the death-knell to many hard-fought, yet perhaps meritorious, cases. 


Carrier! Traffic Manager! Commerce Attorney! Do Not Omit This All- 
Important Feature From Your Rate Cases, simply because you do not have the means 


at hand. Ask the T. S. C. for Up-To-The-Minute Figures. 


You will be supplied on short 
order. Telegraphic orders given preferred attention. 


Even If Your Complaint Or Answer Is Already In, We Will Prepare All Statistical 
Data For You. 


Wire us NOW, and perhaps save the day. 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE CORPORATION 


Special Service Department 
505 Colorado Building Washington, D. C. 





